


| 5 : 3, Aa OF INDIA fh : 

| DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY | 

CENTRAL ARCHAOLOGICAL 
“LIBRARY 


a 1954.42 205) PHS. 


D.GA79. Ey 
aE +e. G. Arch. N. oss pee <2 See 





7. 
LT 
= 
a 
r] 


mi 


‘et 

















: 1 == = : a cleat 
- " ie a _ . 
1 : ; kr, an ; - Tt 
v) oa ly 
" ap 
- a 
7 . aa 
‘ 
A 
) 
: 
- a 
1 
: 
- 4 
rl . : 
A . 
: = ry 
j i> 3 * 4 
1 5 
‘i I : 
é j 7 4 
1 “i - ” S 
1 F i 7 
Maat " E ' a 
“a ae rie - ce 
er. x wi i 1 
a = - 7 
" 
a7 . : . & 
: | 
: | 
© ‘ Fy 
F a 
ce 
" a 
- a * be 
" ae z 
= = = 
" . si 
= F - 
5 
Pa * 
, “ i 
- 
- = 
bos = - 1 
1 
a 
c | z wi 
: . es 
# a 2 : Le | 7 5" 
2 ~ aie = “ 
2 1 " 
. a 
iol re 
a 
= a , = 
% Ls 
tlhe Be 
= 2 
= ms r 
fr 
= - : = : 
a . & “ 
1 > = . 
ea a = ~ eal 
' oar i ae 
i ' eearebe oa” 
; + wy on” tia"? 
:. - a, # . “ye * a 
sg ¥ B z Z F, f . k 
mm I 7 % t : : 1 : a 4 ‘se x ns ee 2 
ae : a 
ee ma =p Bs a 1 Fr A 24 = * 
ai i oP =F 
ee we am 
ry Plo, OF me ad © ae , Ss 
Migttieh. +: Rae Pia i 
a i 5 a Ae 
re | rl as e - = 2) 2 
1%, Ei atea : i : a", 
wo SA te eZ : . : . 


+ 





Journal 
OF THE 


~ Panjab Aiubersity Historical Society 


(Jncorporating the Panjab Historical hornet 


pa Ges 


ee 






* EDITORIAL. 

On 6th May, 1935, His Majesty, the King-Emperor George V, 
will have reigned for a quarter of a century and the occasion will be 
celebrated not merely with formal ceremony, but also with personal 
pleasure by many millions of his subjects, who altogether number 
about one quarter of the homan race. 

The sentiment of loyalty to the King-Rmperor embraces several 
feclings. To Englishmen at home King George is in the first place 
the personification of a social and political system which has been 
slowly, instinctively achieved, and their loyalty to him is the measure 
of the value which they attach to that system. In the second place 
Je is regarded by his people with personal respect and affection as 


“the first Englishman in the land ; he is admired for the possession 


in an outetanding degree of thosa qualities which Englishmen believe 
are characteristic of their race at ita best, The Scots, the Welsh 
and the Scoto-[rish of Ulater have come to regard themselves in this 
common loyalty as Englishmen. 

In the Dominions of the British Commonwealth the same dual 
sentiment prevails ; but, becanse their personal relation is less immedi- 
ate, the loyalty of his subjects is more a political principle, or perhaps 
the mystical perception of a vital political idea. That is the one clear 
degt defined in the Statute of Westminster, 1931. This sentiment 

has impregnated the French in Canada and is steadily percolating 
fhe Dutch in South Africa. It will probably capture the people of 
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the Irish Free State, as they realise that it is not the negation, but the 
guaramtes of their freedom. 

In the depondent territories, inhabited by backward peoples, 
over which also the King-Emperor reigna, the sentiment of loyalty 
is exchanged for a respect for the authority of which he is the symbol, 
for they are simply held in ward. 

The position of India is peouliar. It has been an empire within 
an empire, It ia now becoming a commonwealth of nations linked 
with another such commonwealth by this loyalty to the peraonalsymbol 
of a social and political system which has been evolved by the English 
people, Indians can accept an Emperor a8 a personal symbol of union, 
for they have been ruled by great emperors—Asoka, Harsha, Akbar— 
in the past, The British people can more easily accept o king ; the 
very word (itin-ing) ia the symbol of the unity of kinsfolk. The title, 
King-Emperor, ia thus the link in an evolving alliance. But there 
is something more, for we believe that many mullions of Indians share 
the Englishman's personal regard for their common sovereign. 

The prosent reign has covered the most critical periodin the history 
of both peoples. Both have survived the greatest of all ware and are 
slowly digesting ita consequences. Both have witnessed great political 
developments. Taken in conjunction with the Parliament Act of 
1911, the Reform Act of 1928 has marked a great epoch in the pro- 
gressive politioal achievement of the people of the United Kingdom. 
In a period of unprecedented instability their structure survives aa 


strongly a3 ever without any essential alteration of its traditional 


principles. 

During the same period India has experienced historical changes. 
His Majesty suceceded to the throne a little more than a year after the 
passing of the Indian Councils Act of 1908, which implemented the 
Morley-Minto constitutional proposals. This Act haa proved to be 
the prelude to a rhythmical process of political evolution, Any review, 
however brief, of this fateful quarter of a century must record one 
deeply significant fact, namely, the steady, rapid growth of political 
consciousness in India, which is inextricably associated with one 
personality, Mahatma Gandhi, who haa been so often and aptly 
called the Indian Mazzini. 
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Boon after their accession Their Majesties made a memorable 
progress through India and in December, 1911, held the great Coro- 
nation Darbar at Delhi, when the King-Emperor announced that that 
city was once more to become the capital of India, and that the 
administration of Bengal was to be re-arranged more in accordance 
with the wishes of the people of that province. Three years later 
came the World War. The great services of India in that War and 
the recognition of her political advance led to the momentous declara- 
tion by Montagu on 20th August, 1917, with which His Majesty 
strongly nasoiated himself, of a programme by which India was 
progressively to achieve self-government through association of her 
representatives with the British Parliament, The Montagu-Chelme- 
ford Report of 1918 in pursuance of that programme recommended 
the introduction of the hybrid system, known as dyorchy, which has 
survived until now, but has always been regarded as a “ half-way 
house * towards self-government, 


For fifteen years dyarchy has been subjected to active oriticiam, 
which led to the appomtment and Report of the Simon Commission 
and subsequently to the series of Round Table Conferences, These | 
culminated two years ago in the assembling of the political leaders 
of Great Britain and India in the Joint Parliamentary Committes, 
whose Report is the basis of the India Bill, which is now being passed 
through the British Parliament. His Majesty's Jubilee will thua 
coincide with the most notable political event in the history of India, 
namely, the establishment of a federation which will embrace tha 
whole country and the inauguration of the first stage in the achieve- 
racnt of complete self-government, 


THE GROUNDS OF POLITICAL OBEDIENCE IN THE INDIAN 
STATE. 
(Parer Beap ow 26TH Novemner 1954.) 

Tn all the talking and writing which goes on to-day in India 
about politics thare ia one universal assumption, an acceptance of 
democratic theory, and one universal preocoupation, the control of 
patronage and the safeguarding of vested interests. Political theory 
is too often an accessory after the fact, something which in lightly 
dragged in to justify what is too often proposed on quite other 
grounds. In ancient Greece politics began as a branch of general 
philosophy ; Plato stumbled on his Republic in the course of hie 
search for the true conception of justice. His Republic is the social 
ambodiment of the idea of the good life. Later, since the good life 
involves living together in society, politics developed with Aristotle 
into speculation on the nature of society, its end and purposes. 
What we nowadays dignify with the term politica was labelled by 
Aristotle the art of distribution of offices. 

Never was there a time in Indian history when serious political 
thinking was more urgently needed. A constitution is being 
diseussed and elaborated and will shortly be launched, a government 
which is to claim the allegiance of 350 million people is about to be 
established, and no serious thought has been given to the principles 
to which that government is to appeal. Statesmen disouss quotas 
and percentages, patronage and safeguards, but have rot considered 
for a moment the basic condition of the existence of all governments, 
the fundamental goodwill of the people. The basis of all stable states 
is an underlying belief in the principles on which they rest, an acoept- 
ance by the community at large of the legitimacy of the government's 
claim to obedience. But we have been concerned with the activities 
of the state—the distribution of offices os Aristotle would say—rather 
than with ita principles ; for four years we have been decorating the 
facade and embellishing the interior without giving any thought to 
the less visible but still necessary foundation. Such a state can never 
be stable, and IT believe it ia the most urgent task to-day before 
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publicists and political theorists to undertake the study of this problem. 
Why should I obey the new Indian state? That is the question. 
Unleas the reason for which the state compels me to obey it in the 
long run corresponds with my own convictions, unless, in other words, 
I obey the state of my own will and not out of expediency or fear, 
the authority of the state can never be stable and will collapse whenever 
the compulsive force ia weakened or the sense of expediency dulled. 


This problem will not be solved merely by working out “ good 
principles.” This is a mistake which I think is made by many 
universities to-day, which prescribe standard treatises of America and 
England, written for an utterly different political, economic, social 
and philosophic environment, and optimistically hope that the result 
will be the production of good Indion citizens. What lesson has 
Plate for the village community, or Aristotle for the problem of caste, 
or Laski for the communal problem? Politica studied in this way are 
no more than a hobby ora game. They lack all reality, because they 
lack contact with actual conditions of the country, All these authori- 
ties were written for our learning, but they do not exempt us from 
thinking out our own problems ourselves. 

In any age the basic principles of a state are conditioned by the 
sirournstances of the time. The principles which were effective in the 
Middle Ages would be fantastic and futile in Modern Europe, just 
as the democratic or nationalist ideas of the present would have 
been derided then. Twenty years ago it was widely believed that in 
representative democracy had been discovered the final and all-sufficing 
ayatem of government, ao that its progressive application to all sorta 
and conditions of people would automatically solve all the problems 
of government, The experience of post-war Europe has disillusioned 
ua and we heave learnt with Aristotle and Montesquieu that, whatever 
the abstractly best form of government may be, differing polities are 
necessary for differing peoples and civilisations. Democracy has 
broken down in Europe, because not enough people believed in it, with 
the result that when difficulties arose the people did not appomt fresh 
men to work the democratic machine, but constructed a new machine. 
To be stable, government must appeal to principles in which its subjects 
really believe. 


6 THE GROUNDS OF POLITICAL OBEDIENCE IN THE INDIAN STATE 


The last twelve yeara have demonstrated in India that you cannot 
have diarchy without diarchista, The new democrato-communal- 
diarchic constitution will be no more successful, unless there are a 
sufficient number of demoorat-communal-diarchists in the country. 
Is there a single such person existing to-day? The problem before ws 
to-day 15 to find « set of boliefs shared by a sufficiently large namber of 
people and to base government upon them. I am not here concerned 
with the details of the administrative machine, but with the funda- 
mental principle of government. The problem is complicated by the 
fact that India is passing through a stage of transition not only 
politically but also culturally. The very beliefs upon which we 
seek to base political authority seem to he changing before our eyes. 
Something like mental anarchy has overtaken us. 

On what principles then should governments be based t Govern- 
ments may be based first on the motive of foar—fear of overmastering 
power, or fear of anarchy, if that power is withdrawn. Such was the 
thesis of Hobbes. Such governments can only be stable so long as the 
power is overmastering, or that “fear of something worse ” persista. 
In other words, governments based upon the motive of fear rely wpon 
a mental state which is in its ossence temporary and fleeting. 
Secondly, they may be based upon inertia or indifference to political 
issues on the part of the masses, as was the case in Russia. But the 
case of Russia also shows the hollowness of such a principle. If the 
masses are really inert, the government will depend upon an active 
minority. If it rules them by force—as it did the middle olasa in 
Russia—it is really a government based upon fear, with all its 
instability, Atany moment the masses may awake, as they did in 
Russia durmg the war and are beginning to do in India, You cannot 
to-day stimulate the peasant socially and industrially, tum him into 
a soldier and provide him with wireless, and expect him still to 
continue & political somnambulist, 

Apart from theas two bases there may be considered some positive 
principle which a man may accept with his mind and will, without 
which the State's argument for obedience by the individual can only 
be that of Bolloo's nurse : 

Alwaya then keep hold of nurse 
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This positive principle must vary with the ciroumstances of each 
nation and age. 

Let us see what some of these principles have proved to be in 
practice, Most of the states of the ancient world had a religious basis. 
The state was the servant of the God and the King was the high priest. 
The country states of Egypt, Chaldea and Assyrin, the tribal polity 
of the Hebrews, tho city states of the Achmans and the Philistines 
were all on this basis. When states like Assyria and Persia blossomed 
into empires they were based frankly upon force and fear, and. fall 
as soon as the central power decayed, as in the case of Alexander's 
empire; or a stronger than they arcsec, 8 in the cases of Assyria, 
Babylon and Persia. The Grocks were the first to develop beyond this 
principle, to regard politics as apart from religion ; the good life, 
(rather than the glory and service of the city's patron god) waa defined 
by philosophers as the end of the state. These states were founded 
on the democratic principle, and were made possible, first by the fact 
that the whole free population was educated and shared largely the 
samo ideals, and second, by the institution of slavery, which gave the 
free citizen leisure to fill the public offices and to discuss affairs of state. 
The revolutions of Greelc history, with their oligarchies and tyrants, 
were the result of economic crises rather than of any fundamental 
political instability. Dictatorships were temporary interruptions of 
an established order. The measure of the Greek belief in democracy 
is their use of the lot and the rotation of offices. 

Rome, starting as a democracy, developed a new basis for her 
sovereignty—that of Law. Her systematising genius united with 
her conservative tamper to bring about such a gradual and continuous 
modification of her divinely sanctioned customs as to cast over the 
highly developed law of the empire a halo of sanctity, which made it 
the cementing force of Roman society. The imperium of Rome 
combined o sense of awe—almost of the holy—with the sense of 
authority, and all the political disturbances of Rome were concerned, 
not with the modification or limitation of the imperium, but with its 
control by particular people. In Rome men talked about democracy 
but believed in law. 

In the Middle Ages we find a situation wholly different. No 
imperium awed the feudalnoble. The feudal king could exact obedience 
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only so far as his eword could reach. Even the strongest kings 
were often powerless, as the incident of Edward I and Hugh Bigod, 
Earl of Norfolk, shows. The earl refused to follow the king to France. 
“ By God, Sir,” said Edward, “ you shall either go or hang.” “ Bigod, 
Sir,” replied the earl, “ will neither go nor hang "—and he didn't. 
The kings were the successors of the old Tewtonic war leaders, and 
having lost the prestige of the old sacred families, who claimed descent 
from Odin, they tried to strengthen their authority by getting the 
support of the Church. The coronation aervice with its anointing 
with oil isn relic of this process, Belief in the Church was the real 
basis of authority in the Middle Ages. Ita authority was universally 
acoopted, its thundera universally feared and therefore effective, and 
so far as the State's authority stretched beyond pure force, it was 
because it had the sanction of the Church. The theoretical basis was 
the theory of empire and papacy, the practical the general conviction 
that there was no salvation outside the Church. 


Tho Renaissance and the Reformation destroyed the position of 
the Church in northern Europe. But belief in religion remained, and 
ao the doctrines of divine right became the working basis of political 
authority. National Churches, like those of England and Scandinavia, 
recognised the King as their earthly head and supported his claim to 
be God's divinely appointed representative upon earth. By 1600 
this beliof had ceased to be accepted generally in England, and the 
constitutional struggles of the 17th century form a study in what 
may happen to a state when it continues to claim obedience upon 
grounds which the people no longer accept. Custom carries on for a 
time, then force and repression, until some incident precipitates a 
orisis, which ends sooner or later in a new synthesis of popular belief 
and political authority. 


All stable modern states reat their authority upon some claim 
which accords with deep rooted beliefs of the people. In France 
this belief is undoubtedly nationaliam and the Rousseauite conception 
of democracy, which is more concerned with equality than with 
liberty, and which places more stress on popular sovereignty than on 
the manifestation of it. French institutions often seem designed az 
if for a breakdown, but the general belief in le petrie and democracy 
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has always proved strong enough to counteract the clumsiness of the 
political machine and to aave the state almost in epite of iteclf. The 
rally to Poincaré in 1926 and Doumsrgus in 1934 illustrates this point. 


In the United States men will still, as Dean Inge was fond of 
remarking, shout like the Ephesians of obi for the space of about three 
hours, “ Great is democracy.” Though their voices are now perhaps 
a little hoarse, there is no doubt that the worship of the ballot-box 
has survived the eclipse of its rival, the dollar, Democracy is the 
political faith of America and this faith gives virility to American 
institutions in spite of all its defects. 

Tn Germany the State has a different basia of belief, but one which 
has enabled it to survive in essential structure without any catastrophe 
the successive crises of the war, the peace, the collapse of the mark 
and the great depression. This is the German absolutist political 
philosophy, based on the teachings of Fichte and Hegel. What is 
only one school of opinion in England is the serious belicf of most 
educated Germans. The State is a real mystic entity, a manifestation 
of Reality, which before all things must be obeyed. From the lecture 
room these ideas were disseminated through the schoolroom and the 
press until they hecame the basic belief of the mass of Germans. In 
Germany alone of modern states some of the awe surrounding the 
combined with Nictazchiam to form the philosophic foundation of 
German militarism and is at the root of the dovility and orderliness 
of the Germans, which has stood them in such good stead in the last 
15 years. Revolutions have swept away only institutions based on 
mo deep belief—the Hohenzollerns who trusted in the legend of 
aucoeas, which wae shattered in 1918, and in the doctrine of divine 
right, which no one besides William I took serigusly; ond the 
Republic, which was never more than the product of defeat and 
despair. Through all these changes the State is to-day stronger than 
it ever wad, 

In Italy the same philosophy is preached by Croce and Gentile 
and officially adopted, but the State is lesa stable than in Germany 
in proportion as this philosophy is less deeply rooted in the Italian 
people. This belief also explains the secret of the frequent revolutions 
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in centralised France compared to the stability of equally authori- 
tarian Germany; Germans believe in the divine right of authority, 
Frenchmen in the divine right of the people. 

Lastly, it is in England, the most stable of therm all, that the 
working beliefs of the people are most nearly expressed in their 
political institutions. Parliament and Law are the Englishman's twin 
gods, An Act of Parliament is still something which the Englishman 
feels himself instinctively bound to accept; to. pronounce a thing 
illegal is atill the strongest deterrent you can place on the average 
Englishman. The General Strike was broken by Sir John Simon's 
specch pointing out that it was illegal. In France such a speech at 
such a time might have caused a revolution, in England it provoked a 
surrender, What Englishman in his heart would not be an M. P. if 
he could ? 


’ If from the contemplation of stable states we turn to unstable 

polities and periods of political change, we find that this principle 
still works—always there is an absence of any political consensus, or 
else a clash of two or more beliefs. In 19th century Europe governments 
like that of Metternich relied upon divine right ata time when 
the belief was dying and the educated were divided in allegiance 
between democracy and nationalism. The secret of Bismarok's 
internal success was that he perceived that nationalism was more 
deeply rooted than demooracy, and in deft hands could be used to 
amother it, By making we at the sams time of the fashionable 
Hegelianism, he transferred the Prussian monarchy from the 
antiquated divine right basis to ita later, “‘nationaliatic-militarist-authori- 
tarian basis. Monarchies like Portugal, Spain, Austria and Russia, 
which could not or would not do this, fell one after another. Excellent 
eastern examples of a continuity of institutions accompanied by a 
radical change of basis are Japan and Siam. The measure of 
instability which does exist at the present day in the states we have 
just been discussing is due to the fact that there is a substantial body 
in each country which does not accept the political consensus of the 
majority ; these are for the most part of course the advanced Socialists. 
Every state in every age to be stable must base its claim to political 
obedience upon the prevuiling political beliefs of the people. 
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Tf with this principle in mind we now turn to India, one fact seems 
immediately apparent. It is that the present government is not 
based upon any fundamental popular beliefs, It is neither Hindu, 
Muslim, nor British, neither autocratic nor democratic. The only 
belief upon which it can seriously be said to rest at the present moment 
apart from expediency—ia the traditional peasant belief that the 
de facto government must be obeyed just so long as it is atrong enough 
to collect the taxes. This ia what “ the loyalty of the masses to the 
British raj" amounts to, But this negative loyalty is cold comfort 
to any government. It is only another way of saying with Sir John 
Harrington : 


“Treason doth never prosper—what's the reason 7 
‘For if it do—it is no longer treason.” 


Such « political foundation is one of sand. When the rains 
descehd and the winds blow and beat upon that house, it will fall, 
and great will be the fall thereof. You cannot build up positive 
institutions upon a minus quantity. 


A second fact seoms equally obvious—that there is no consensus 
of political belief at the present time, but rather a confused jumble of 
conflicting beliefa and half-beliefs. There never was the uniformity 
of belief in India which 19th century historians assumed, But the 
problem has heen immensely complicated by the incursion of western 
ideas and influence in the last hundred years. The significant move- 
ments in contemporary Europe were political and social; in India 
they have been and till are essentially cultural. The movements in 
Europe have all been within the framework of existing civilisation, 
inherited from Greece, Rome and the Jews. Institutions have been 
modified, but the fundamental outlook on life has remained unchanged. 
Europe continues to be eagerly activist or world-accepting, empirical, 
critical. But in India it is the old views of life, the fundamental 
attitude, which have been challenged and are changing. This cultural 
transition, this flux of ideas about life itself, increases the difficultics 
of the political theorist tenfold, for besides the clash of fundamental 
beliefs many people profess new opinions and at the same time act 
upon traditional ideas. 


id fae orothing of POLITICAL ObEDTENCR IN THE INDIAN STATE 


For example, democracy is the political creed of most educated 
people to-day, and that it has taken real root ia evidenced hy the case 
with which every new enterprise of the educated world transmutes 
itaelf into a committee—one of the essentinls of democracy, a8 Dr. 
Lindsay calls it, That democracy influences many 1s obvious, but 


that it dominates the majority in modern India I take leave to doubt. 


Mahatma Gandhi calls himself a democrat, and the professed creed of 
the Congress is democracy, but does not his democracy transposs itself, 
by the process of inspiration, into the dootrine of the divine right 
of Mahatmas? And who will say whether the latter has not really 
a stronger appeal than the former? What happens to democratic 
theory when joint electorates are proposed? How can the frequent 
walk-outs and walk-ins of politionl conferences be squared with demo- 
eratic practice? Many people will say, when confronted with such 
cases, “ Yes, I believe in democracy, but it must not touch my religion, 
my private life, or my culture.” Very well, in what sense do you 
believe in democracy ? Democracy in itself is as vague o term a6 
Socialism. What Aind of democrat are you? It is questions like 
these which need the attention of thoughtful people to-day and so far 
have not received it. ‘These are examples of professed theories which 
are not carried out in practice. But examples of the deeper clash of 
ideal and of principle are equally easy to find. 


The Mahasabha for example, in so far aa it represents orthodox 
Brahminism, is implicitly opposed in principle to the new outlook of 
the West. Congress conceals within its ranks two opposing tendencies 
_the world-renouncing Tolstoyan idealism of Mahatma Gandhi, and 
the robust industrialism of the Bombay and Ahmedabad magnates. 
The Arya Samaj is divided by the same clash of fundamental ideas, 
which we may call for convenience the world-renouncing and world- 
accepting attitudes. 

Nor can we obtain much help from the study of India’s past. 
In ancient India, os originally in Greece, politics were a part of theology, 
and there never arose an Aristotle to effect the separation. Kautilya's 
Arthasastra ia the prototype of Machiavelli's “ Prince," not of the 
“Republic or the “ Politics.” It is concerned with means, not 
ends ; the fundamentals are all taken for granted. This waa because 


ee pe ee rere ee 


en: 4 ee > 


wo owed bun bide 


Po le = 


; 
nl 
iG 
. 
J 





THE GROUNDS OF FOLITIOAL OBEDIENCE IN THE INDIAN aTaTR 13 


the realm of ends waa considered the province of general philosophy 
and not that of politics, Politics was a subordinate science, and 
Kautilya was only concerned with the means by which a ruler could 
attain certain already accepted onds within certain recognised and 
fixed limits. The grounds of political obedience were theological not 
political. The ruling principle was the theological principle af 
“dharma.” It was the religious duty of the subject to obsy,. the 
religious duty of the king to role well and promote the welfare of his 
subjecta. What if he did not? The theoretical position was some- 
thing like that of James I in his “ Divine Law of True Monarchy.” 

In practice the religious duty of obedience was tempered by 
the possibility of resistance. If imperial Russia was an autocracy 
tempered by assassination, the average ancient Indian state was 
theocracy tempered by hartals and rebellions. The great empires 
tended to borrow Persian ideas of divine right and to treat the 
monarch as semi-~divine—but the fundamental principle waa precisely 
the same, as it was in all those states of the ancient middle-astern 
world which were not founded on conquest, namely, obedionce as a 
religious duty. 

The Buddhist states were much less bound by custom and 
religious hierarchies. Beginning as a revolt against Brahminism, early 
Buddhism was naturally much freer, at any rute ut first, from priestly 
influence, Then, again, carly Buddhism was a system of agnosticism 
touched by emotion, and as such gave little scope for theocratio 
theories. Hence the rise of contract theories of the state, perhaps 
the real beginning of political thought as an independent science ir. 
India, is quite understandable. 

With the passing of Buddhiam the old theocratic system of the 
Brahmins regained its away. The new “sudra"™ dynasties who 
replaced the old Kshattriyas were naturally even more under Brahmin 
influence than their predecessors. A new period opens with the 
Mussulman invasions of India. The invaders brought with them 
the doctrine of the Islamic state—another variation of the theocratic 
principle. The rule of the Delhi Sultans waa a mixtore of Islamio 
theory and Turkish practice. It has been usual to lump the two 
together in a common condemnation, but I think it is one of the most 
urgent tasks of historical scholarship—and one for which the Panjab 
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should form a particularly favourable mileu—to distinguish between 
the Islamic and the Turkish or racial influence in the Delhi Sultanate. 
Most of the actions of these kings, and those usually the most open 
to criticiam, were no more Islaraic than many of the actions of the 
Crusaders were Christian. 

No doubt some of these ideas are still living beliefs in the minds 
of many people throughout India, but none of them provides a satia- 
factory basis for an all-India government, for the simple reason that 
noneofthem is held throughout the country or even bythe vast 
majority of the population. The ideas of ancient Hindu policy were 
inextricably bound up with the Hindu eotial and religious system, 
and are not only irrelevant to all non-Hindus, but to most educated 
Hindus aswell, They are, perhaps, the theoretical basis of the already 
mentioned peasant belief in the duty of obeying the de faclo govern- 
‘ment. The contractual ideas of the Buddhista have a mach more 
madern ting, because they are much more secular, bot with the 
disappearwnce of Buddhism they lost their traditional basis and must 
now compete along with moder political theories for the ear of the 
educated. In other words they have no root in the popular mind 
and little serious appeal to the educated. 


The Islami theory ia perhaps more faithfully treasured im India 
to-lay than in any other part of the Islamic world, yet it is unsuitable 
as a basis of an all-India polity. Whatever its value may be to the 
Muslims, and whatever its virtues may be in the abstract, it can only 
be irrelevant to all non-Muslims, However well non-Muslima may 
be treated in the theooratic Islamio State, they can never be other 
than a subordinate community, and can never be expected to obey 
the government, except from motives of convenience and expediency, 
It is the weakness of theocratic systems that they are only effective 
within the limita of the religions to which they belong. Theocracies 
can never coalesce, Tf the cases of Kashmir and Hyderabad, with 
ruling minorities and subject majorities be quoted, I should reply 
that thay have only lasted so long because of the common peasant 
tradition of obedience to the de facto power. Onoe let western ideas 
filter in, or the traditional communities become conscious of them- 
selves, and the trouble begins. The wars of religion in Europe are a 
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witness of what happens when government is based on theocratic ideas 
in a country of more than one religion. 

Lat us now consider for a moment the only government of the 
last thousand years in India that has appealed to the allegiance of 
something like the country as a whole—the Moghul Empire. For 
nearly two centuries it maintained Its sway and it continued to 
influence profoundly the minds of men long after ita actual power 
had disappeared. Like the Gotha in the late Roman Empire, men 
venerated ita august name, oven while they were destroying it. 
Perhaps here, if nowhere else, we may find some light for the 
problema of the present. 


The first basis of the Moghul empire was the personal allegiance 
of the Moghul chiefs to Babur, an allegiance depending upon the 
personality of the leader. Babur was the Moghul Filhrer and his 
system of government might have appealed to Hitler, though one 
wonders what the cultured warrior and lover of nature would have 
made of the world's champion aprech-maker. The relation of Babur 
to his immediate followers was like that of Nelaon to his captains; 
they were o band of brothers. Humayun’s fall was due to his lack of 
driving personality, and his return to Delhi was due to Batram Khan's 
loyalty to his house, rather than to himself. Akbar revived this 
element of loyalty from his immediate followers, but he introduced 
many other elements to the Moghul political dichotomy. First he 
extended the principle of loyalty from the Moghul clan to all 
communities, until it included not only Moghul begs, but Persian nobles, 
Panjabi Mussulmans, Brahmins and Rajput rajas, Loyalty was no 
longer first to the clan and then to the person, but to the person only, 
Tt was the “ Leader ” principle in excelsis, To this principle of loyalty 
he added the principle of Honour, by the institution of the Mansabdar 
system. Service of the empire waa the best road to fame and fortune 
for the ambitious young nobleman, and many a youth, who might 
have striven like any medieval noble for an obscure but disruptive 
independence, sought instead to win greater fame in the imperial 
service. Added to this was the policy of religious toleration, or one 
might almost say, of patronage of all religions (in the first half of his 
reign). The merchant waa won by security, and the peasant yielded 
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his negative loyalty to the Moghul government as he did to all other 
de facto governments. By these meana the basis of the Moghul empire 
was transformed from that of conquest into something like general 
consent, To sum up, it may be said that diverging principles, which 
might have disrupted the empire (Hindu and Muslim) were carefully 
respected, while the politically energetic elements in the country were 
neatly all secured by a aystem which appealed to their actual belief 

The early Moghul state was neither a Hindu raj nor an outlying 
province of the Islamic state, but o government based on the political 
realities of the time. It was perhaps the first non-theocratic state, 
the first purely political government in India since the age of Harsha. 
Its distinguishing feature is that it appealed, and appealed for long 
successfully, not to the religion, nor to the fears of the people, but to 
thair political instincts only. The distinction of Sher Shah was that 
he anticipated this conception, though he did not have time to work 
‘t out. It is true that Akbar tried to add a distinctively religious 
basis to the state by the institution of his new religion. But he himaelf 
(if that indeed was his intention) was never clear whether he was to be 
regarded as a god like a Roman Emperor, or 05 the prophet of a new 
religion, or only as the patron of a new cult, with the result that his 
religion died with him. Alcbar’s theory ol divine right dissolved into 
an exhibition of sublime egotism. The so-called infallibility decree 
was an attempt to provide a religious basis for his government for 
only one section of his subjects by poquiring the prestige of the 
Khalifa, and as such it wos notan essential part of the Moghul system 
of government. 

Apart from these two largely abortive experiments, the Moghul 
empire was essentially a political state appealing to political motives 
fram the time of Akbar to the reign of Aurangzeb. Aurangzeb, as 
Sir Jadunath Sarkar has shown, conceived the state onté more in 
theocratic terma. He regarded himself as the head of the Islamic 
church-state in India and no more, and the inevitable though gradual 
result wae that the non-Muslims came to regard the state as some- 
thing to be obeyed only as far as needs must. Aurangzeb relied upon 
the Muslims, and they alone were not strong enough to hold down the 
peat of India, . 
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Now I believe that the Moghul empire is not just “an old unhappy 
far-off tale,” which oan be closed with a snap in 1707, or dismissed with 
the terms “ medimval" or “barbaric.” It is an integral part of the 

F present, and many of the forces of the Moghul age are living forces 
i etall. We should not allow our eyes to be blinded by the sun in tha 
4 West, What thon can we learn from tho Moghul political practice ? - 
The first principle which to my mind stands owt is that the govern- 
maint of India must be built upon a political foundation. No appeal 
to religion can be made by the state, because any such appeal must 
sound differently in different ears. To base the state upon any one 
religion and hope for the allegiance of all the communitica ia like 
trying to put two eges into one egg-cup. The Indian state must be 
political, not theocratic. The next lesson is that the state onnnot 
rely upon any religious belief beyond the preeapt “ Fear God and 
honour the King,” and that if it interferes with religions liberty it 
will at once encounter opposition. This postulates religious tole- 
ration. This is ao generally accepted at least in theory, that no more 
need be said. But the state, because it cannot appeal to a religious 
principle, must take care to appeal to secular interests. Such matters 
as Indians overseas, trade and commerce, development of all sorts, 
and the various kinds of welfare work, are matters of this sort in which 
men think as individuals, not as members of a particular group. 
Again, Moghul experience suggesta that certain sentiments are speci- 
ally deep-rooted and can be exploited politically, One auch asntiment 
in that of loyalty and a ready response to vigorous leadership. Another 
is that of ambition and the hope of fame. Ambition often leads a 
man into the public service, and loyalty keeps him there against the 
tics of blond, community and even of race. A third auch is what Lord 
Hugh Cecil calls “natural conservatiam,"'a tendency to routine and an 
ingrained reluctance to change. The new India is much more likely 
to be afflicted, with inanition and stagnation than with revolution. 
These are psychological factors which no statesman can afford to 
negkeet, It would be interesting to work out, on the basis of these 
and other psychological traits, the reaction of India to the behaviour 
of various Vieceroys, a Wellesley, a Bentinck, a Curzon and an Irwin. 
Apart from these lessons from Moghul political experience, there 
ja one fegson suggested by all Indian political experience, which may 
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be expressed in the admonition, “ put not your trost in the villages.” 
The village to the modern politician is like the land of Egypt to the 
ancient prophet—“ they that go down therein shall not come up 
alive.” As in the past the villagers atill obey the authority which 
possesses most force and which demands fewest taxes, It was no 
love of Congress principles that prompted the average villager to the 
non-payment of taxes. 


Resides these old factors which come from the past, we must 
take into account the new factors which fill so much of our attention 
at the present. These foroes are political in the sense that they are 
not tied down to any one religion, and to that extant they are hopeful 
foundation-stones of the state ; bat they are also to some extent super- 
ficial, because they are now, often half underatood, and largely confined 
to the educated classes, They are conscious principles as distinct 
from the more deep-rooted suboonscious political sentiments we have 
just been considering. Officials have often made the mistake of 
denying their existence, nationalists of assuming their ommipotence. 
These idens are nationalism, democracy and the sense of ordered 
justice, ‘The strength of the nationalist sentiment makes iteelf felt mm 
every Indian when he goes abroad ; its limitation is feltwhen it comes 
inte conflict with communal interests. Demooracy is undoubtedly a 
foree in modern India, but seems to me at present a sentiment rather 
than an idea, because while everyone professes belict in the wort, 
very fow have thought out what they mean by if, or are ready to 
follow out the implications of any definition they do accopt. Here 
again the sentiment is present, but it is not all-powerful. The sense 
of ordered justice is at the root of the demand for fair play in all 
departments of public life. In the past the patron wie expected to 
reward hia client ; to-day he is expected to have some regard for justice 
and merit. Itmay bo anid thatin practice he atill rewards his clients, 
as in America under the “ spoils system,” but, at any rate, he if now 
criticised for doing it openly, And crime is expected to be punished, 
oven if the offender is highly placed. 

Taking into account all these considerations, we may venture to 


make a fow suggestions towards the seouring of a stable foundation of 
the new Indian State. Taking first the psychological aspect ; the 
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marked responsiveness to vigorous leadership which exists suggests 
a strong executive, an authoritarian government, even if it has a 
democratic basis. The vogue of the Fiahrer Principle in Germany is 
fo a large extent artificial, an expedient accepted because the Germana 
soe no other way out of their present difficulties; in Indian i has been 
the foundation of all successful governments. The great periods of 
Indian history are all associated with apevific names—Asoka, Harsha, 
Akbar, Dalhousie. But the new nationalist sentiment demands that 
this leadership must be fundamentally Indian. This is tho real case 
for Indianisation, It ia not neorasury that the leadership be entirely 
Indian in blood, but it must be so in sentiment. Foreigners have 
ruled India with general acceptance before, and may do so again, 
The Moghul service in its higher branches was even more foreign than 
are the services to-day, but ita outlook and sentiment were Indian, 
In fact the period at which it was least acceptable to the mass of 
the people was probably the time at which it was most Indian— 
in the latter part of Aurangzeb's reign. This instinct of loyalty can 
also be given an obvious outlet in the public services, and this has to a 
large extent already been done, Another factor which promotes 
authoritarian government ia inertia, the liking to have things done for 
one, in which India resembles Kussin, This makes people more tole- 
rant of authority than they otherwise would be, capecially if on the 
whole that authority is working in accordance with their own wishes. 


We now come to what is perhaps’ the core of the problam, the 
question of religion and its relation to democracy. If it is assumed 
that no one community ia strong enough permanently to dominate 
the others, or to swallow them up, what is to be the attitude of the 
State townrda them? If the State ie to be strictly neutral and to 
impose upon itsclf a taboo in all matters of religion, where ia the Ime, 
between religion ond = politics—a notoriously shadowy and difficult 
line to diaeover—to be drawn? Jf the line is drawn too sharply, it 
would render impossible euch reforma as the abolition of safi and hook- 
awinging, or the suppression of fhagi; if it is too wide, it might provoke 
a flood of religious passion, which would shake the State to its founda- 
tions. If the State is to be really democratic, how ean it avoid dealing 
with matters touching religion 1 
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The first step, I believe, ia to recognise that in India religions are 
not only oredal but cultural, that they ara bound up with distinet 
cultures with long traditions, and that it is this cultural element which 
makes up half the value of these religions and gives to their followers 
half their tenacity. What Prof. Laskicalls"* the fundamental morality” 
of a people is in India bound up with religion and differs with 
each religion. In compact nationalistic states there is only one funda- 
mental morality, and that often only loosely connected with religion, 
in India there are several. India from this point of view must be 
regarded a8 a communilas communilatum, & community of comm«ni- 
ties, each of which is more distinct and separate even than its medimval 
prototype. Just as one estate in medimval Europe could not legislate 
or vote taxes for any but itself, one community cannot expect to 
legislate for another in matters which concern itself only. For in India 
religion is not a matter merely of attending the mosque or going to the 
temple, but embraces the whole intimate ritual of home and social 
life, of eating and drinking, of dress and sovial intercourse and marriage. 
In other words, religion includes all that makes up the “ fundamental 
morality " of the people, and if you touch one you touch the other 
also. The medimval analogy is more useful than that of the »ullats 
of old imperial Turkey, for while they also recognised the oneness of 
culture and religion, and safeguarded the fundam-ntal morality of a 
community by conferring on it a limited autonomy, yot these mallats 
were always subordinate to the dominant power, subject communities 
with no voice in the affairs of the country asa whole. The communi- 
ties of India must be essentially independent and equal partners in 
the affairs of the country aa a whole. 

The second step in considering these problems is the frank recogni- 
tion that Rousseauite ideas of democracy and the Austinian conception 
of sovereignty are both out of place in such conditions as those 
of Indian, The Rousseauite democracy, with its aovertign people, its 
general will, and its implication of the infallibility of the majority, is 
¢he gubconscious assumption of much political writing and talking 
to-day, and it is at the root of many political misunderstandings. 
Ii political leaders had given more attention to political principles 
than to the mathematics of voting and the distribution of seats, many 
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difficultics would have been avoided. In a society divided up into 
communities, each with ita separate fundamental morality, there can 
be no sovereignty of the people in Rousseau's sense. Again Austin’s 
“determinate human superior” may be all very well in England, where 
people really believe that Parliament repreasnts tiemeelves and must 
therefore be obeyed. But can we really expect people to believe the 
saroc of the Assembly ? ‘The omnipotence of Parliament is the result 
of centuries of slow political growth ; the Assembly in India would 
be wise not even to talk of such a thing. The unthinking application 
of Rowsseanism and Austinianism to Indian conditions has produced 
the joint-clectorate controversy, the Temple Entry Bills and the 
Sarda Act fas. People have been atguing at cross purposes and 
forgetting realities in their enthusiasm for academic principles, In 
Indian conditions the new Parliamentariam is but the old Absolatism 
writ large. 

If then we accept the “real personality "of the great communities, 
and #0 cast aside all unitary and absolutist theories of sovercignty, 
what is the solution to the political problem? I suggest that 
it is to be looked for in a form of Pluralism adapted to Indian eondi- 
tions, The conception of the real personality of various groups and 
the consequent curtailment of the old unrestricted sovereignty of the 
state was discovered by Gierke in his studies of mediwval institutions, 
popularised and developed by Maitland, and is now being applied in 
the West to a varjety of bodies, economic, professional and religious. 
Syndicalism ia one development of it, Guild Socialism another, the 
ideas of Dr. Figgis a third. Though not yet admitted tn legal theory 
in England, its influence is shown in a measure like the Enabling Act 
of the Church of England setting up a Church Assembly, and in the 
powers accorded to professional bodies like the British Medical 
Association. May we not also sec a foretaste of these ideas in the 
Gurdwara Act of 1924? The Government must control purely political 
questions only, appeal to political motives only; all that affects 
culture or religion must constitute the sphere of functional bodies 
and assemblies. 

There is one difficulty which will at once occur to the mind. How 
can such o system, it may be asked, be contemplated in India where 
centrifugal influences are notoriously so strong? The question is 


22 THE GROUNDS OF POLITICAL GBEDIENCE IN THE INDIAN STATE 


very pertinent, for it is on the matter of the central exccutive that 
ploralists are most vague. Writers like Baker and Laski, Cole and 
Lindsay, while very clear as to the limitations of sovereign power, are 
none of them explicit as to the province of ita assertion. Colo indeed, 
like the Syndicalists, would seem to reduce the central power to a 
board of conciliation. But by none of them is the relation of the 
state to the various groups clearly worked out. The answer is two- 
fold. That is why first it is necessary to qualify the word “ ploralism ” 
with the adjective “ modified.” For if there is no such thing as both 
absolute and universal sovercignty—and in India less so than m most 
placea—there must certainly be absolute sovercignty withm a limited 
sphere, The fact that no power is so universal as to make al! men do 
everything (a8 Parliament claims to do) does not deny the possiility 
of a power which can make all men do some things. A power is needed 
which can enforce its will in certain spheres of life and conduct, and 
which can control the various groups when they try to stray beyond 
their proper provinces, which can say to them “Thus far and no 


farther.” <A ready response awaits anch a power in thia country, 


But that power must also respect the inherent libertics of the various 
groups. In doing so it is only recognising the realities of the situation. 
Such a recognition is no more than common prudence ; many of the 
disasters which have befallen Indian governments have been precipi- 
tated by the neglect of this rule. Two principles thus emerge. The 
government must be supreme within a limited sphere of activity, and 
it must at the same time recognise the limite of ita legitimate authority, 
outside of which the regulation of life will be carried on by the various 
groups—oultural, religious, professional, eto. The task before us is 
to discover and to delimit Iucidly these various fields of activity. We 
have to separate the purely political from the cultural and to limit the 
authority of government to the former. With that limit, however, 
the authority of government must be unquestioned, and its leadership 
Wigorous. 

What kind of groups ahould be recognised in this way? Here 
again is a question requiring much thought. First undoubtedly would 
coms the religious groups, but there might also be many others, such 
as professional groups like medical or legal associations, economic 
groups like trade unions or industrial guilds, occupational groups, of 
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which in some parts the village is an example surviving from the past, 
and social groups, This last raises the difficult question of the recog- 
nition of caste, which is really a question as to how far the traditional 
social grouping of caste remaina effective and valid in the minds of the 
people to-day. This is a specially intricate question, because current 
social ideas aro patently in a state of flux and transition to-day. The 
different kinds of groups to be recognised, that is, the different groupe 
which have an effective hold on the mind of the people, as well as the 
exact liberties to be accorded to them and their relations to the State 
asa whole, are all problems which will have to be worked out in detail. 

A further question may here bo asked: In such a system will not 
social progress bo rendered difficult or impossible | Would satt ever 
have been abolished, for example, under sucha system? One answer, 
I think, is that reform will have to come from within, instead of from 
without : it may be slower, but it will be more certain, because volun- 
tarily accepted by the community concerned itself. It is tho old 
question, whether it was better to abolish slavery in the southern 
American states by force, or by the slower action of the South iteell, 
You take your choice between a longer period of slavery, and the 
colour problem as it exists to-day in the Bouthern States. A second 
answer is that in present conditions the State coukl not carry a social 
reform in any other way. ‘The present government is not so strong 
as Bontinck’s; the Sarda Act has shown that the State which i 
omnipotent in theory is in social matters impotent in practice. 

Another question may be raised as to what these proposals have 
to do with the now federal constitution. The answer, I think, is very 
little. ‘Tho federalism of the new constitution is artificial in so far as 
it is territorial, and still more so in eo far aa it treats the Princes as a 
serious political factor, ‘Their power resta upon little more than the 
negative loyalty to which I have already referred. To be real, fede- 
ralism in India must be functional and not territorial. 


T. G. P. Spear. 


THE MISSION TO KANDAHAR, 1857-538. 


The lurid light of the Mutmy of the Bengal Army in 1857 has 
thrown into shadow a series of important contemporary events beyond 
the border of India, which were related to that constant bogey of the 
British rulers of India in the nineteenth century, namely, the south- 
eastern advance of Russia in Asia, A brief review of "the Russian 
menace to India" prior to B57 is necessary to an understanding of 
the present aubject. 

The story begins in 1799, when Russia was at war with Persia 
over the disputed hinterland of Turkistan. The Governor-General, 
Lord Wellesley, observing the gradual Russian approach towards 
India, sent (Sir) John Maleolm to Teheran to arrange a commercial 
and political agreement between the Shah and the Government of 
Todia, But Russia was then in alliance with Great Britain m Europe 
against revolutionary France. Both feared the rapidly rising power 
of the young general Bonaparte, who had just returned from his 
audacious campaign in Epypt and Syria, bo become First Consul and 
virtual dictator of France. Maleolm's trenty thus became valueless 
to the Shah. 

During the next eight years the European kaleidoscope changed 
fantastically. General Bonaparte became the emperor Napoleon 
in 1804; in the following year he crushed Austria; in 1806 he over- 
threw Prussia ; in 1807, after a bloody campaign against Russia, he 
met Alexander I at Tilsit and concluded that alliance of which we shall 
never know all the details, They included, however, a grandiose 
design of a Franco-Russian invasion of Indis, which profoundly dis- 
turbed the Governor-Genoral, Lord Minto.1 He accordingly despatched 
Metoalfe to conclude a defensive alliance with Maharaja Ranjit Singh : 
Eiphinstone to Kabul to negotiate with the Sadozai Shah Shuja; 
and Malcolm to Teheran to arrange another treaty with the Shah of 
Persia ; while Lord Minto also entered ints a defensive agreement with 
the Amira of Sindh (1809). 
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The ultimate outcome of all thease negotiations proved equally 
melancholy: In 1810 the emperor Alexander I became estranged 
from Napoleon, whose power waa now heginning to decline, and the 
French menace to India ceased to le, if it ever had been, real ; but the 
rulers of India continued for almost a century to dread the advance of 
Russian power, After some delay Charles (afterwards Lord) Metealfe 
concluded the Treaty of Amritsar with Maharaja Ranjit Singh on 25th 
April, 1809.1 By this treaty, which waa faithfully observed by Ranjit 
Singh during the remaining thirty yeara of his life, a strong buffer 
state was catablished between Afghanistan and British India. 

Elphinstone, however, had scarcely arranged a similar agreement 
with Shah Shuja before the latter was expelled by his Barakzai rival, 
Tost Muhammad, and the treaty beeame null. Russian pressure 
upon Persia and Afghanistan steadily increased, but the Amir, Dost 
Muhammad, was consistently refused the British allianee which had 
been pressed upon his predecessor, and waa finally compelled to 
negotinte with Russian erissaries, who had not ceased to court him. 
While Alexander Burnes was at Kabul in 1838, ostensibly upon a 
comm :rcial mission, the Persians with Russian assistance laid stege 
to Herat, the great “inland port " of Turkistan, Persia and Afghan- 
istan. That city was only saved by the romantic action of Ekired 
Pottinger, who reached it in disguise and inspired ita defence. 

It is impossible to understand why the British Government in 
India refused until 1845 to entertain the overtures of the singularly 
able and friendly disposed Amir Dost Muhammad, who adroitly 
maintained his authority in Afghanistan from 1809-—with the interlude 
of the First Afghan War—until his death in 1863 ; while it persisted 
for a third of a century in supporting the impotent and unpopular 
Shah Shuja at an ultimate cost of thousinds of lives, millions of pounds 
and disgraceful failure. In his difficulties in 1838 the Amir again 
pleaded with Burnes for British assistance, which was again refused. 
Om the contrary, Lord Auckland, negotiated the notorious Tripartite 
Treaty with the moribund Ranjit Singh and the futile Shah Shuja 
which was signed at Lahore on 26th June, 128. Shah Shuja was to 

he restored and maintained by force upon the throne from which he 
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had been expelled some thirty years before. Meanwhile, under strong 
diplomatic pressure from England, the Russian government withdrew 
its agenta from Kabul, and the siege of Herat was raised by British 
military pressuro on the Persian Gulf. The grounds of military 
intervention in Afghanistan were removed. Nevertheless the project 
of the Tripartite Treaty was executed and the lamentable First 
Afghan War inevitably ensued, at the conclusion of which Dost 
Mohammad returned to his troubled throne ! 

The negotiations with Persia and the Amirs of Sindh produced 
equally deplorable results. .A fresh treaty was concluded at Teheran 
in-1800 with the Shah of Persia by Sir Harford Jones—who had been 
despatched thither from London without any reference to Minto— 
and Maleolm. ‘This troaty, revised in 1814, guaranteed British support 
to Persia against the aggression of any European power. When 
Persia was again at war with Russia in 1826, the British government 
in India declined to implement the agreement and afterwards purchased 
from the Shah exemption from its obligation. Thereafter the Persian 
ruler might reasonably assume that he had acquired what is diplo- 
matically termed “ freedom of action.” 

The solemn agreement of 1800 with the Amuirs of Sindh led by 
grvdual stages to its unscrupulous conquest and annexation in 1845— 
an evil procedure which has since been atoned by ite beneficent 
administration, though the original motives of the annexation were — 
purely selfish, namely, to control the commerce of the Indus and to 
“tora the flank” of Afghanistan by providing an easy approach to 
Kandahar. 

After the death of Ranjit Bingh in 1839 the kingdom of Lahore 
rapidly lapsed into political chaea, though not into military impotence, 
for it continwed to possesa the most formidable army that over threa- 
‘toned the East India Company. The conduct of the First Afghan 
War, the annoxation of Sindh, and the political corruption of the 
Khaka Army by its own greedy arrogance and the unscrupulous 
intrigues of factious leaders made the Sikh Wars and the annexation 
of the Panjab in 1849 inevitable. The Company's territory now extend- 
ed to the natural boundary of India on the North-West and another ~ 
phase of its relations with Afghanistan, Persia and Russia opened. 
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Dost Muhammad continued to maintain and even to oxtend his 
precarious authority. Afghanistan comprised four main provinces, 
Kabul, Kandahar, Herat and Balkh, but the Amir had hitherto beon 
mnable to assert effective control over any except the first of these. 
Tn 1850, however he aaized Balkh, which he gave to his son M. Afzal 
Khan to administer, and four years Inter he added Kandahar to his 
dominion, placing it under the control of his son and beir, Ghulam 
Haidar Khan, But his position was more precarious than ever, for 
he was threatened by the Russians in the north and in the west by the 
Persians, with whom the dispossessed Sardars of Kandahar, hia own 
half-brothers and nephews, were intriguing. In these circumstances 
he turned onee more to the British and this time not in vain. 


Dalhousie was now Governor-General and Sir John Lawrence, 
as Chief Commissioner of the Panjab, was in charge of the North-West 
Frontier and ita external relations. Lawrence had already become 
convinced of the wisdom of that policy of “ masterly inactivity” 
in reapeot of Afghanistan, the consistent maintenance of which would 
have spared the British government tho grave loss of life, treasure 
and prestige, which was the only appreciable result of the Afghan 
Wars of the nineteenth century. This wise policy was strongly — 
supported—perhaps even originated—by Herbert Edwardes, who 
had had several years’ experience of the Frontier and, smee the 
assassination of Colonel Mackeson in 1853, had been Commissioner 
of Peshawar. 


Edwardes supported the Amir‘s overtures ; Dalhousie weloomed 
them, and they resulted in the conclusion on 30th January, 1B, of 
a treaty signed at Peshawar by Sardar Ghulam Hatdar Khan for the 
Amir and by Lawrence for the British government, “It guaranteed 
that we should respect the Amir's possessions in Afghanistan, and 
never interferes with them, while the Amir engaged similarly to reapect 
British territory, and also to be the friend of our friends and the enemy 
of our enemies,” This was the treaty which Dost Muhammad had 
sought for forty-six years in opposition to the wishes of the Government 
of India and of his own suspicious subjects. 





=a = 


‘ Lomeden aod Elmalie: “ Lumsden of the Guides,” p. 133, 


ds THE MISSION TO KaNDANAR, 1857-58 


Shortly after this event the British government became embroiled 
with Persian. Doubtless spurred on by the Russians, who were then 
engaged in war with the British and French in the Crimea, the Shah 
insulted and drove out the British Minister at Teheran and in the 
following year, 1896, still further improving the opportunity to fish 
in troubled waters, he sent his army to occupy Herat, in violation of a 
still subsisting clause of the treaty of 1814. These actions could 
not be tolerated. A British army was despatched in 1856 from India 
to the coast of Persia and inflicted a ssries of decisive defeats upon 
the Shah's forces, By a treaty concluded on 13th March, 1857, he 
offered atonement and undertook to evacunte Herat and abstain 
from further interference in Afghanistan. 


The Amir was anxious for something more conerete and helpful 
than the words of his treaty of 1855 and so arranged through Colonel 
H. B. Rawardes to meet Sir John Lawrence at Peshawar. The meeting 
between Dost Muhammad and Lawrence took place at the mouth of 
the Khyber Pass on the firat day of 1857. Five days later they signed 
a second treaty, hy which the Amir engaged “on condition of recelv- 
ing a monthly subsidy of one lakh of rupecs, during the continuance 
of the hostilities with the Persians, to keep up a certain number of 
regular troops for the defence of Afghanistan, and agreeing that 
British officers should be deputed to any portion of his dominions to 
aee that the subsidy was really applied to the purpose for which it 
was granted, and to assist the Afghans in every way in military mattars 
when called on to do ao."* 


Lawrence arranged that three British officers should set out aa 
soon as possible for Kandahar to satisty themselves that the subsidy 
was being applied to the purpose for which it was granted and to give 
the Afghans whatever military assistance they required. The mission 
consisted of Major (afterwards Licutenant-General Sir) Harry Lumaden, 
who had raised and at that time commanded the famous Corps of 
Guides ; his brother, Lioutenant (afterwards General Sir) Peter Luma- 
den: and Dr. H. W. Bellew, who was at that time attached to the 
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Guides. They were accompanied by Nawab Faujdar Khan and 
Ghulam Sarwar Khan and an escort of Guides and Multanis. 

The story of this important mission can be read not only in the 
official Report and its appendices, to which reference has already 
been made ; but also in the “ Journal of a Political Mission to Afghanis- 
tan in 1857," by H. W. Bellew, Medical Officer to the Mission, pub- 
lished by Smith, Elder & Co., London, in 1847; and in “ Lumsden 
of the Guides,” by General Sir Peter Lumsden and G. R. Elmalie, 
(Murray, London, 1899). The Inst named book is especially valuable, 
as it makes available not only Lumsden's diary of the mission and a 
number of his personal lettera written from Afghanistan, but alo a 
series of graphic letters written to Lumaden by H. B. Edwardes through 
the course of the mission, which informed him of other aspects of the 
matter in which he was engaged, and of the vicissitudes of the great 
Mutiny which ran its terrible course in his aleence. 

Finally Edwardes prepared the Memorandum on the Report of 
the Kandahar Mission,” which is here printed for the first time from 
the original manuscript, which ia preserved in the Panjab Govern- 
ment Record Offico! and appears now by the courtesy of the Keeper 
of the Records, Mr. H. L. 0, Garrett. | 

The Memorandum is of great historic interest as a presentation 
of the argument, convincingly maintained by Edwardes and Lumeden 
and strongly asserted by John Lawrence, for that policy of “ masterly 
inactivity " in regard to Afghanistan, the later departure from which 
by Lord Lytton resulted once again in the depressing failure of British 
policy in that sphere. It cannot but be felt that, if Lytton hac 
studied carefully and dispassionately the sequence of events and 
dosuments which is the subject of this note, instead of emulating his 
father’s romances and entertaining that “fancy prospert . ee 
painted on the blank wall of the future of bequeathing to India the 
supremacy of Central Asia,"® he would have avoided one of the most 
tragic and unjustifiable of historical repetitions —the Second Afghan 
War. 

J. F. Broce. 
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MEMORANDUM ON THE REPORT OF THE 
CANDAHAR MISSION. 


1. At the request of Sir John Lawrence, I proceed to make o 
few notes on this report. 

3, It consista of a letter from Major H. B. Limaden, the Chief 
of the Mission, dated let July 1888, to the address of the Seorstary 
to the Chief Commissioner, the object of which is to convey to Govern- 
ment in a condensed, systematic, and revised form, the general mfor- 
mation about Afghanistan, which was collected by the Officers of 
the Mission during their sojourn in the Country ; and which had been, 
from time to time roughly submitted in the Weekly Diaries. To this 
are annexed up Appendices treating in detail of (A) the Peywar route 
to Cabul ; (B) the tribes along that route ; (C) the tribes at the head of 
the Bolan Pass; (D) Affghan Field Sports ; (E) the trade of Western 
Affghanistan; (F) Kaffiristan and its people; (G) some routes of 
approach from Porsia to Candahar ; and lastly a general and medical 
Report of the Mission drawn up by Dr. Bellow. 

3. The objects passed in review by Major Lumaden are very 
various. He brings down the history of the Cabul Kingdom from the 
time of Elphinstone and Kaye to the present date; and taking us 
behind the seenes of the Ameer's Court, shows us to what a thread 
had at one time dwindled “the English Alliance * which kept the 
sword of the Affghan Nation suspended during the crisia of our help- 
lessness in 1857; and how surely, but for the alliances, that sword 
would have fallen on British India, In the distance he sketches the 
Persian masses hovering like vultures along the Affghan frontier, in 
expectation of some prey, Boonnee or Christian, on ao terrible a ficld 
—but falling a prey themselves to the hordes and deserts of Toorkistan. 
He shows how ill the late Treaty with Persia has been observed ; and 
how the Shah is still Suzerain of Herat. He tells us of the power af 
the Pricsta in Affghanistan, and how tho late Heir-apparent yielded 
to them at Candahar; and speculates on the struggle for the succes- 
sion to the throne which must take place on the death of Dost 
Muharaud Khan, Admitting the faulta of that Ruler, he justly says 
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that he has more clemency than all his predecessors and is the most 
remarkable man in Central Asia. He then brings before us the future 
combatants for the throne: the many sons of the Ameer, and the 
powerful chiefs. Next he arrays the military strength of Affghan- 
istan ; ita regulars and irregulars;their arma, drill, pay, style of fighting, 
and efficiency ; the oppression by which they are recruited ; the dis- 
honesty with which they are driven to plunder ; and the brutal severity 
with which they are punished ; the process by which they dispense 
with a commissariat ; and how the Ameer breeds hories for his cavalry, 
A minute and valuable description is given of the lately rebuilt fort 
of Kelat-i-Guilzye. The inherent difficulties of Affghanistan, even 
under a native Government are pointed out ; the deficit of ite revenue 
and the surplus of ita Chiefa. We are shown how Dost Muhamud 
haa persistently dealt with these difficulties, and how under the process 
{onder an Affghan who seems clement by comparison) the country 
ia writhing in the grasp of the tax-gathorer and a standing Army. 
Justice is farmed out ; and the morals of the nation are below desorip- 
tion. An estimate is offered of the population of the present Kingdom 
of Cabul, which would make it to be only 2}* millions. The policy 
of the Ameer to all foreign states is explained ; and from this Major 
Lumsden passes to the policy we ourselves ought to pursue towards 
Afghanistan. He grimly reminds us of our failures at Herat ; exposes 
the fallacy of hoping for its independence ; and counsels the abandon- 
ment of that political outpost ; and the Military fortification of our 
Mountain frontier, Lastly, in a few modest words, Major Lumaden 
believes the Mission has been useful in its day ; but advocates no more 
unless upon emergency; and brings to the favorable notice of 
Government every member of it except himself. 

4. The question which gives interest to all those, and every 
other speculation on Affghanistan (the core as one may say of Central 
Asian polities), is what England ought to do about the North-West 
Frontier of her Indian Empire. To this Major Lumsden sea 
addresses himself as the practical eondlusion of his report, in parus. &2 
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to 93 inclusive ; and I am glad to have this opportunity of expressing 
the result of my own observations during the five years I have been 
at Peshawar. 


5. Major Lumsden first draws attention to the revived activity 
of Russia in the countries between us, and since his report was written 
ws have heard of the arrival of a Russian Envoy (Monsieur Khanikoff f) 
at Meshid; and the preparations to receive him at Herat with the 
honor due to the bearer of subsidy. And the British Minister at 
Teheran has done his worst, at this oritical juncture, to throw the 
Ruler of Herat into the arms of Russia, not only without the blame, 
bat positively with the aympathy, of every Nation who may hear the 

G. How then to keop Affghanistan “ free of the Russian taint ?” 


7. Major Lumaden’s conviction is “that this object will be 
best obtained by having as little to aay to Affghans as possible, beyond 
maintaining friendly and intimate intercourse with the da facto 
Government; by never, on any account, interfering with the internal 
politics of the country; nor assisting any particular faction ; but 
honestly Iraving Afighans to manage their own affairs in the way 
that suits them best." 


a, In every word of this I heartily concur. It is the basis on 
which we happily placed our relations with Cabul by the firet Treaty 
of Peshawar in March 1855; and on which we have, up to this date, 
maintained them. The Heir-apparent of Cabul, (the late Sirdar 
Ghulam Hyder Khon,) was very anxious that the terms of our Treaty 
ahould be limited to the “lwirs " of the Amecr ; but we were careful 
to mark that our good will was not only for his “ heirs,” but © suo- 
cessora,” provided they were friendly on their part. And throughout 
all the negotiations of the subsequent Treaty of January 1857, 1t was 
clearly manifested that we sided with no son of the Ameer, or faction 
of the Court or people ; but were ready to accept the Cabul sovereign 
as a friend, whoever he might be ; and help him with our good offices 
to maintain the liberty and independence of his country. We have 
maintained a native gentleman as Vakeel at Cabul; and we have 
gent a Mission of 3 British officers to Candahar, during a time of war 
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with Porsia, to help the Affghans againet their enemies: but on no 
‘oocasion has there been any instance of interference, on the part of our 
Officers, in any of the business of the Country. 

4. I quite join with Major Lumsden when {m para. 83), he 
advises no deputation of British Offeers inte Afighanistan “ unless 
under the most pressing danger, and at the spontancous and urgent 
demand of that Government itself." 

10, The conclusion to which he comes that Herat cannot be 
made independent; and that we have erred in not contmuing the 
late Persian War till Herat was ceded to Cabul js ont which I have, 
on many occasions, urged, on the ground that Cabul is to us what 
Persia is to Russian. It is useless to try and struggle against what is 
simply o law of nature. Chur past failures need not be gtidged or 
bewailed, if we will only profit by them ; for nationa, like individuals, 
must dearly porchase their experience ; but what is so aid is to see 
that our country learns nothing from the past, and is still hent upon 
realizing the dream of Herat independence between Persiaand Afighan- 
istan, We have just escaped, with shame. from an intrigue which 
would have alienated Cabul from us by again bringing the Suddozyes 
mto Herat. If Herat was not te he made over to Cabul, I do not see 
that any better could be done with it, than leave it to its preacnt 
Ruler, Sirdar Sooltan Ahmed Khan, He may be the creature of Persia « 
but he is at all events a Barackzye, the nephew and son-in-law of 
Dost Muhamud. That undernesth all political struggles for selfiah 
interests there ia a sympathy and bond of union in these ties of 
kimdred, is not to be denied. In apite of all past quarrels ; in spite af 
having fled from the Ameer, and gone over to the Persian, and appro- 
priated the much coveted Herut, yet in the moment of real danger, 
when Hooltan Ahmed Khan had countermined the mines of a British 
Minister, the very first person to whom he sent off an express, and 
applied for comes], was his supposed enemy the Amecr! And 
though Sooltan Ahmed Khan will take all he can from Persian and from 
Russian, andl carefully keep their shadow over him to gave himecli 
from being absorbed by the Amor : yet tn his heart he will ever hate 
both Persian and Russian, and ever cherish the feelings of an Afighan 
and a Barackzye. Far different would it have been had Mr. Murray 
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succeeded in dethroning the present Ruler of Herat, and setting 
up o Suddozye. No Prince of that race could have remained many 
months independent of Persia, let his intentions at starting be 
what they may. He must necessarily fear the Ameer of Cabul ; and, 
against the Ameer, the Shah would be his only refuge. What matter 
to him the squabbles of Englishmen and Russians? It was very 
good, he would say, of the English, to put him up ; but the Shah alone 
could prevent his being put down. I must say, then, that I regard 

Mr. Murray's failure at Herat asa melancholy escape for our real in- 
teresta: and now let us meddlethere no more, but look around for other 
measures of precaution which may be prosecuted in Peace with honor, 
and in War with success, Major Lamaden turns for this purpose 
(para, §1) to our present mountain frontier on the north-west, from 
Peshawar to the sea; and discarding all iden of Herat being an 
outwork of India, le concludes that our true military position is “on 
our side of the passes, just whore an army must dobouche on the plain.” 

ll. Amongst those passes, which are happily limited in number, 
he draws prominent attention to the Bolan, as the one on which all 
the routes from the side of Persia immediately bear. 

12. But“ in common prudence ” he conceives that we are bound 
to strengthen them all, and leaving “the nature and extent of the 
preparations required to the General and Engineer Officers entrusted 
with the defence of the frontier,” he justly desires, as the first and most 
important measure, to see Peshawar, Kohat, and Sindh brought by 
railroads anc, steamers into direct ancl rapid communication with tle 
sta, which t our real bose, 

13. Possessed of those strategical points, and communications,. 
a judiciously located European, anc a well organized native, Army, 
Major Lameden is confident that we should have at length prasped 
“the keys of India.” 

14. After the doubts and lessons of the last 5 years (which, 
with Affghan alliances, Russian encroachments and intrigues, a Persian 
War about Herat iteelf, and an Indian revolution, have been unusually 
fertile in experience) I have myself arrived very decidedly at the 
same conclusion, Whether led on solely by ambition and jealousy, 
as some think, or driven by that higher Power which works out its 
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decrees by human passions, it is clear that two great Christian forces 
are hurrying from the Caspian and tho Indian Ocean towards some 
fomimon entre, and rolling up the Hindoo and Mahomedan World 
between them. No one doubts that they will meet. All that seoms 
doubtful is the point of mecting, and the result of the collision. The 
intervening space is growing narrow and the question becomes more 
intensely interesting every year. Each power has left to it, in this 
as. other matters, a wide diserction ; and cach is bound, in reason and 
Prudenor, to survey the battlefield and choose its vantage ground, 
Léoking at it from this purely selfish and strategical point of view, and 
putting out of the discussion, for the morment, all moral argumenta, 
reflection and observation have satisfied me that it would not be 
wise for England to choose her hatthe-ficld above the posses, Affghan- 
istan must be admitted to be a great physical difficulty. It is diffi- 
cnlt to enter, difficult to conquer, difficult to hold, difficult to sustain 
an Army in, and most difficult of all to leave. The very Native 
Government of the Country lives from hand to mouth, and is savage 
with its own embarrassments, Finding such a country between 
ourselves and Russia, why should we divide the difficulty? Every 
mile that we advance beyond the present British horder ia a reliof to 
the enemy ; and is taking on our own shoulders a share of the burden 
which the invader ought to hear, After all, every contest is a question 
of resources, Experience has shown ws that military operations in 
Afighanistan can, from the nature of the country, only be carried on 
at an enormous sacrifice of money. ‘To take that expenditure on 
ouretlves would surely be a blunder: and to throw it on the enemy 
the most obvious dictate of strategy. If deferuling a Fortress before 
Which lay a vast morass, we certainly should not plunge into the morass 
ourselves, but allow the besiegers to exhaust half their strength, and 
lose half their material, in its toils: and then assail them as they 
emerged. The point would be of no moment if it involved a difference 
of only thousands of pounds in a preat war: but it seems to mo to 
be a question of millions: which neither England nor Russia can 
afford to throw away. 


15. If England were once to adopt the moderate and purely 
defensrve policy here advocated, there is little doubt that Russia 
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would push on her schemes in Central Asia with greatly increased 
vigour, Bat justifiable (sic) to absorb what still remains of Persian 
independence, Khiva, Bokhara, Kokan, Herat, and Affghanistan, I 
have come to think that there would be nothing in it which, as English- 
men, we should fear, or as philanthropists regret. For supposing her 
to be entirely successful, can anyone doubt that to substitute Russian 
rule for the anarchy and man-stealing of Khiva, the Gark tyranny 
of Bokhara, the nomad barbarism of Kokan, the effeteness and 
corruption of Porsin, and the fanatical devilry of Affghanistan, would 
be anything bat a great gain to mankind ? And if we had ourselves, 
meanwhile, prepared our own frontier for defence, I do not see that 
we should go to war with Russia on any future occasion with any 
diminution of advantages. To make a diversion of any consequence 
in Asia, Russia must detach proportionally more of her strength, than 
we to repel it; and the operations would be close to our base and far 
from hers. 

16. One reason that we had for removing our struggles with 
Russia as far from Indin ag possible, has, please God, been removed 
by the convulsions of 1857-68. Our internal power in India must 
now be placed on the basis of conquest; and if secure in our re-organi- 
sation, we need not fear the announcement of a European enemy in 
the defiles of Affghanistan. 

17. But it ia a very violent assumption to suppose that Russia 
could soon succeed in becoming our imperial neighbour ; I eon- 
ceive that the policy now advocated would tend to retard such a 
reault, Russia being herself a half-caste Tartar power has amalgamat- 
ed readily with the cognate races of Agia, where they were either 
idolatrous, or Christian, or Armenian. In her carly history, too, 
she forced both her yoke and her religion upon the Mahomedan tribes 
between the Black Sen and the Caspian. But the achievements of 
John the Terrible, have not been, mor are likely to be, rivalled in our 
day. The struggle in the Caucasus has undoubtedly boon prolonged 
very greatly by tho fanaticoim of the followers of Schamil, who do 
not call themselves his soldiers, but his disciples. And whatever 
success may attend Russia in organismg the nomad tribes of the 
Kipchak Desert and of Toorkistan, I do not think she would find the 
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Affghans at all an easier prey than the Circassians. Tho best way to 
prevent it is to show them that we ourselves want nothing in Affghan- 
istan : by neither annexing, occupying, or interfering im that country ; 
and 59 encouraging them to regard us as their friends, that in the 
hour of danger they may turn to us for pecuniary assistance. The 
surest way, on the other hand, to throw the Affghans into the arms of 
Russia would be to fix our hattle-field above the Passes, and seek for 
strategical points in countries which do not belong to us. 

18. Within the lest few months I have learnt, with regret and 
astonishment, that the authorities in Sindh have advocated the friendly 
occupation of Quetta above the Bolan Pass, as a preliminary to sub- 
duing the Affghon Nation, and ultimately ocoupyimg Herat; s0 vast o 
pile of impracticable schemes seems more like some dream of conquest, 
than a sober system of imperial defence. The meaning of distance, 
the necessity of support, the physical difficulties of countries, the moral 
difficulties of races, past experience of them all, the future outlay 
involved, and the present financial position of India, seem alike dofied 
or ignored in auch astounding speculation. In the name of common 
sense, let us deal with the difficulties and responsibilities which we 
have already and economize the means which are still left at our 
disposal, 

19. There is not in the East a more independent people than 
the Affghans ; or one with a stranger country ; and no foreign power 
ean enter it, whether English or Russian without being an object of 
hitter hatred, and prolonged resistance. 

90. From a policy which would throw these difficultics on us, 
instead of Russia, the minds of many will revert, with a sense of relief 
and safety, to the humbler, but far more practical, plans of Major 
Lumeden. The emergent probabilities of the case, and the eagerness 
evinced by Russia at thia moment to avail herself of our difficulties 
in India, dermand that we should not defer the question of the defence 
of the North-West Frontier, but take it into earnest deliberation ; and 
having decided what is to be done, begin doing it at once ; and carry 
it on parallel with the re-organization of the internal Government. 
Can wa then do better than aceept the position which Providence haa 
given ws? Let us neither take more Territory, nor give up what we 
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have. The mountain frontier which happened to usin 1849, has stood 
the strain of an imperial convulsion. It is still more capable, I believe, 
of repelling an invasion, While our Empire in India was expanding 
and advancing from the twenty-four Pergunnahs and the Sea to the 
Punjab and its mountain wall, instinct seemed to tell us not to stop 
and strive after a finality of frontier, by building forts midway in vast 
plains. But, as there must be limits to Empire as to other things, 
ne one cam I, think, take a broad view af the Map of Agia and not be 
satisfied that the Himalaya and the Soolimance range até Nature's 
Frontier of Hindoostan. Quit it, and we shall find no other definite 
frontier in Central Asia. At last then we may betake ourselves to 
setting up, and fencing in, our boundaries : to the securing of a definite 
and completed Conquest by a aystem of Imperial Forts and military 
communications, worthy of the great interests to be guarded and the 
great dangers to be met. 


21. The Grand Trunk lines of Railroad from the parts of Caloutta, 
Madras, Bombay, and Kurrachee, to Lahore and Peshawar, have beon 
already decided, and partially executed; and will now no donht he 
pushed on with double vigour to completion, as equally necessary for 
holding India, and developing ita wealth. All that remains, therefore, 
ia to crown these lines with a chain of forts from Peshawar to 
EKurrachee : and unite them to the Tailway by pood roads, a bridge at 
Attock, and an effective flotilla of river steamers on the Indus. 


22. Some able Engineer in whose judgment Government has 
eqnfidence, and who had practical experience of sicge operations, 
such a man as Liewt.-Col. Alexander Taylor, c.z., the projector of the 
attack on Delhie, should be deputed during this cold scason, to inspect 

“the frontier and submit a detailed plan for its military defence. 


23. My own impression is that the strength of the defence may 
be concentrated upon the Peshawar and Shikarpoor borders: and 
that very subordinate measures will suffice along the majority of the 
line ; for assuredly an Army adequate to the invasion of India must 
pour its mastes through the Khyber or Bolan, or both, though its 
#uxiliaries may scramble through the Peywar, Gwuleyree, and atill 
more difficult passes in the Districts of Dehra Ghazee Khan and Sindh, 
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24. I believe that the adoption of this policy, and the erestion 
of such defenatve works, would go far to assure the minds of our 
neighbours, not only in Affghanistan and Beloochistan, but also in 
Perain and Russia, that we had finally chosen our frontier, and meant 
to advance no farther. Tt would help Afghans and Belochees to 
helieve that our interests, of regards invasion from the West, are 
really one with their own, Whereas, nothing could throw such dis- 
credit on our professions of non-interference as an occupation (which 
we call friendly) of Quettah, which Belochees must, in their hearts, 
regard asan intrusion, Afighans asa menace, and Persians and Russians 
a8 a blunder which would justify any encroachment of their awn. No 
military occupation of a forvign soil, or nearer approach of outposts 
to an independent neighbour, can ever tend to real friendship. What 
wer the feelings of Shah Soojah and the Suddozye party (to say 
nothing of the national party), during our stay in Affghanistan ? And 
what are the feelings of the Romans towards the French? Surely 
nothing but resentment, amothered till it can be amothered no longer. 


25. Hefore quitting this part of Major Lumsden’s report, which 
(Liscnsses the best policy to be pursued towards Affghunistan, I wish 
te urge upon Government, as the results of my own experience, the 
acvisability of soparating the Civil and Political duties of the Peshawar 
Commissionership. At present, the Commissioner of the Peshawar 
Division has the superintendence of the Judicial and Revenue Admi- 
nistration of the three Districts of Peshawar, Huzara and Kohat; 
and is also charged with the conduct of all political relationa with 
Central Asia. The porely Civil Work of the Division is amaller, I 
believe, in the number of cases and letters, and in all details represent- 
able in a Statistical Return, than that of any other in the Punjab; 
but the embarrasaments of the Pushtoo language, the barbarous nature 
of the people, the serious nature of their crimes, the feudal state of 
‘their society, the neighbourhood of the hills and the great importance 
of all questions in which the Mountain Tribes are concerned, the 
noctssity of devoting time to free intercourse with the influential 
men both within and without the border, the periodical recurrence of 
fouds, and consequent Military operations, and the full reports which 
Government expect on all such frontier matters—are all disturbing 
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elements peculiar to the Division: and, when fairly considered, will 
be found to raise the actual labour of the purely civil administration 
quite up to, if not above, the average of the Divisions of the Punjaub. 
Henoe tho Commissioner of Peshawar will always find as much, and 
more, than he con do, in performing the duties of his civil charge. In 
addition to these, however, he ia called on to conduct all the relations 
of Government with the court of Cabul, and to keep Government 
mnformed of affairs generally in Central Asin. The time that work 
of any kind exacts is in proportion to the importance of the results 
involved in ita right or wrong execution : and if the undisturbed atten- 
tion of separate Officers is found indispensable (as I doubt not it is)- 
to watch the affairs of each petty state in Rajpootana and Central 
India, much rather do the affairs of Affghanistan, of which the interest 
la necessarily both Imperial and European, demand ‘the whole time 
and thought and powers of the Officer, who is charged with their 
conduct. I have myself found the Civil and Political duties af my 
offiee from the first very conflicting ; and Intterly (as we gave a definite 
shape to our Affghan policy, and formed an alliances with Cabul), per- 
fectly incompatible with each other, Certainly I cannot feel that 
I have done justice to cither, while striving industriously to do the 
best for both. And now that I am about to leave this post, and am 
no longer personally concerned, it seems due both to Government 
and my successor, that I should submit these oonclusions for such 
consideration as Government may deem thern to deserve. 

“i. There is no doubt some difficulty in separating the two 
Offices; but it is perfectly feasible, if desired. The Division I would 
recommend is as followa: The jurisdiction of the Commissioner and 
his subordinate Civil Officers to extend to all ordinary relations with 
the petty mountain tribes (almost all independent of both us and 
Cabul), whose country is conterminous with our own, (This would 
include the Ootmanzyes on the Indus, the Juddoona, the Khooda- 
kheyl of Punjhar and Chinglee, the Boneyrees, the people of Ranizai, 
the Mohmunds, the Afreedees of the Khyber and Kohat Hills, the 
Oruskzyes, the Zymoosht, the Toorees and Bungusher of Koorrum, 
and the Vireerees). The Political Agent would deal with all beyond 
the above ring of border neighbours. The division is complete 
and practical, and procludes any collision of authority. The Political 
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Agent would indeed seldom have any business with any nearer neigh 
bours than the Governor of Jellalabad, the Amecrs af Cabul, Kokan, 
and Khiva, and the Walees of Herat, Yarkund, Kashgar, or Budukshan. 
It would only he occasionally that intercourse would arise between 
him and Swat, Bajour and Koonur. 

27. His official designation might be either “ Frontier Com- 
missioner " or “ Foreign Agent for the Chief Commissioner :" to whom 
he would be immediately subordinate, 

28. The arrangement would not only be of great benefit to the 
Civil Administration of the Peshawar Division, but would admit of 
that attention being given to the procuring of intelligence from all 
parts of Central Asia, which has hitherto been impossible ; and which 
the present aspect of affairs seers to render imperative. No fitter 
person for this important duty could perhaps be found than Major 
Lumsden himself, whose report is now under consideration. To 
every natural qualification of quick and vigilant intelligence, sound 
judgment, and manly nerves, he adds long expenence of the British 
frontier, and a personal knowledge of Affghanistan and ita Rulers. 

29. Major Lumsden closes his report with acknowledgments of 
the services of Lieut. Peter Lamaden, Dr. Bellew, Nawaub Foujdar 
Khan, and Gholam Sirwur Khan. Seldom perhaps have all the 
mombers of a Mission been so well adapted to their duties, or better 
earned the approbation of their own Government by conciliating good- 
will in a Foreign Country. This Report and its appendices is the beat 
testimony to their labors ; and I hope it will be published by Govern- 
ment a6 the only way of permanently securing, for the public we, the 
information it contains. Of all the information of Affghanistan gained 
by our Officers at auch horrible cost between 1838 and 1842, how 
littl: ia now available to the Government itself or its Officers | The 
reports, the routes, the Maps, the plans of Fortresses, in what Tomb 
are they buried, that no one ever can refer to them ? They should 
every one be in the office of the Chief Commissioner of the Punjaub. 
We need not be the least afraid of giving information to our enemies 
by publishing our stories; for I believe the Russian Government 
itself has published Maps and travels and reports, to which we can 
add little or nothing. 
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30, Lieut. Peter Lumaden’s (modestly named) “attempt,” a 
map of Kaffiristan “in Appendix F ;” his rough plan of the Fort of 
Kilat-i-Ghilzye appended to the Report itself, and his finished map 
of the country, between our border and Ghumec, which appertain to 
Appendix A (this map was not made over to mo by the Chief Com- 
missioner, and is cither with him or Captain Walker of the Trigonome- 
trical Survey); should all be lithographed and multiplied at once, in 
the Office of the Surveyor-General ; and then distributed where they 
may be useful for the public service. 


d1. The professional portion of Dr. Bellew's Medical Report 
_ Will be found especially valuable, and I beg to draw particular attention 
Toit. His kmdness and science seem to have concilinted a large amount 
of goodwill both among the Court and people. 

32. Major Lumsden oxpresses a hope that rewards may be 
conferred both on Nawaub Foujdar Khan and Gholam Sirwur Khan. 
For the former I have already submitted a proposition to the Chief 
Commissioner, in my No. 3 of Angust lith, 1858. Ghulam Sirwar 
Khan has cash pension from Government of 200 Rs. n month, for his 
Military Services at Mooltan, where he lost his right arm. He also 
had a garden called “ Pooranah Bagh “ at Shoojabad, in the Mooltan 
District, valued at 1,000 Ra. a year, conferred upon him at the same 
‘time, in perpetuity. The Khan desires that this garden in the Mooltan 
District may be exchanged for a Jageer of the same value and similar 
in perpetuity, in the District of Dehra Ishmael Khan where he resides, 
The request is a very modest one, and I beg to add to it that the title 
of" Khan Buhadoor” may be conferred upon the Khan (than whom 
no braver soldier ever struck a blow for wa), with a Khillut of Rs. 1,000 
anda sunnud from the Right Hon'ble the Governor-General, expressive 

-of thess marks of approval and confidence, 


33, Lastly, Major Lumsden solicits a donation of 18 months 
batts for the Escort of Guides and Mooltances, Horae and Foot, who 
acoompanied the Mission, and a it was always proposed that o present 
should be given them on the Return of the Mission, and their position 
‘luring their 18 months residence in the Cabul territories proved more 
oritical than was ever anticipated, I heartily su> ort the recommenda- 
“tion, 
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34. For the British Officers of the Mission no doubt the Right 
Hon'ble the Governor-General will himself devise the most appropriate 
remarks, 


Pestawar Divisron, 

COMMISSIONER'S OPFICE, 

ABBOTTADAD, Husara : 

1A September, 1868, Hensrer Enwannes, 
Conmunissionter. 


ROYAL TITLES IN THE PANJAB HILLS 


Titles heating the meaning of authority, in one form or another, 
must always have been in existence among communities of mankind 
from the most remote times in human history; we find many such 
titles in the hills. Most of them are known to be of ancient origin. 
Anterior to the advent of the Arvan tribes the hills are believed to 
have been inhabited by races of Kolarion and Dravidian stock, and 
traces of these are still found in the names and languages muse. That 
they had among them leaders bearing distinctive titles we may well 
astime, and it seems not improbable that one of the titles still current 
may date from those ancient times. We may conclude, for example, 
with a fair degree of certainty, that the titles borne by the Aryan 
rulers, on their arrival in India, were derived from one or other of 
the various dialects apoken among them, and may thus by a proves 
of climination, ascertain if any tith, now in usc, cannot be rightly 
included in those titles, as not being of Sanskritic origin. Of the 
many with which we are familiar there is only one that cannot be so 
regarded. This is the title of Thikur, meaning “ Lord,” of which the 
antient form was thakkura, and in this sense it is applied to Vishnu 
and Krishna in Hindu Mythology. Thakkura is a Sanskritised rather 
than a Sanskrit word and of uncertain origin. It was in wse in eorly 
times as the title of a petty chief in the hills, and is still borne by 
some of the chiefs among the Simla Hill States. It is also found in 
Kulu, Mandi and Suket, and other parts of the hills, as the designation 
of local landholders not now exercising any authority, but many of 
whose ancestors were traditionally ancl even historically petty chiefs. 
Tt is alao in use as the title of a ruler m several of the prmeipalities 
of Kathiawar, and is borne by the Rajput nobility in Rajputana. In 
ancient times it was prevalent over a wide area. In the Rajatarangini, 
or History of Kashmir, we read of the Thakkuras of the Chandribhiga 
Valley and of Lohara, the ancient name of Punch State. There were 
alao Thakkura dynasties in Nepal in the early centuries of the Christinn 
era, and fromthe widespread distribution of the title, as a caste name 
in the hills, it seems reasonable to regard it as of very ancient origin. 
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The suggestion seems admissible that it may have been the primitive 
‘tithe, or one of the primitive titles, among the pre-Aryan races of 
ancient India. Asa caste name in the hills it ranks socially below that 
of Rajpit and Thakkurs, as they are still called, do not claim equal 
social status with that caste. They rank as a superior section of the 
Rithi caste, immediately below the Rajpate, 

The Rithis and cognate tribes, such as Kaneta, Girths and others, 
were undoubtedly settled in the hills long before the Brahmans and 
Rajpits appeared on the scene, Even at the present time the census 
enumeration shows a great preponderance of the lower high castes 
over the higher, that came at a later time into the hills. In Chamba, 
for example, while the RAjpits only number four or five thousand, 
the Thakkur and Rithi castes form more than one half of the high 
caste Inhabitants and are the backbone of the popalation. They are 
commonly regarded as almost indigenous to the hills or indigenous by 
the half-blood, and must have preceded the R&jpats by a long period 
of time; ag they themselves were preceded by the aborigines, now 
probably largely represented by the low caste tribes. 

In popular tradition another class of ancient rulers—called Ranis— 
is also included in the Apthakurl period, as the period of their rule 
is called. They were of Rajpit origin and must have acquired power 
at a later time, possibly by dispossessing many of the Thakkura rulers. 
It isa significant fact that their descendants at the present time bear 
only a amall proportion to those of the Thakkurs, even if we allow for 
a probability that many of the Rathis now return themselves as 
Thakkurs. With all these considerations before us, it seems not 
improbable that the tithe of Thakkura was in foree among the ancient 
peoples and is the oldest royal title in the hills. Thera can be little 
doubt that it was originally borne only by the rulers, but in time it 
lost its distinctive and restricted character and was applied to his 
kinsmen, and finally degenerated into a caste name. Assuch, however, 
it is still usecl in its ancient form, while the later form of Thakur ia 
purely a title. 

The period when these ancient rulers held sway in the hills is 
ealled Apthikuri or Apthakurii—that is, ™ independent lordship ' 
and all tradition in the hills affirms that they ruled before the ancestora 
of the Rajpit rulers appeared on the seene. 
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As already mentioned, tradition associates with the Thakkours. 
another class of petty rulers called Ranfs, as having held power in 
ancient times, and im some placea down to a comparatively recent 
period. The name is found in Sanakrit literature and copper-plate 
deeds and inscriptions, in the form of rdydnaki. 

This name is alao a Sanskritised rather than a true Sanskrit word 
and seems to be derived from the accusative singular—rajan—now 
raja." 

The title ring in ancient times was not confined to the hills, for 
the rulera of Chitor bore it, ag their descendant, the Mohirind of 
Udaipur, does at the present time, as well as the ruler of Dholpar. 
Tt ia mentioned in the Rajatarangini in its ancient form. The Finds 
were widely distributed in the hills, and some of their posterity still 
remain in the possession of a portion of the family patrimony. Most 
of them have been reduced to the position of common farmers, 
recognisable only by the title they still bear, which is freely accorded 
to them, and is now a caste name. 

Several of the rulers among the Bimla Hill States bear this title, 
while some who formerly bore it have recently received the title of 
Raji from Government. The Randa were considered to be of Aryan 
deasent and are called Ashatriyos, that is, Rajpiits, in the record, as 
they still are. They must therefore have acquired dominion in the 
hills at a much later time than Thakkurs, and their family histories 
and traditions confirm this conclusion, 

In Kashmir the title borne by the local barons, corresponding 
very much to the Thakkurs and Hands in other parts, was Duimeara, 
and they belonged to a class of cultivators called Leranya, similar 
to the Rathis m social status, The Daneras are first referred to in 
the Rajatarangin? about A. D. 700, as hereditary landholders, of whose 
growing influence the ruler of the time entertained well-grounded 
suspicions. Their power went on increasing for several centuries till 
they hecame a menace to the royal house, and Raja Harsha (A. D. 
1081—1101) had many of thom massacred. The title is of uncertain 
origin and was confined to Kashmir. 
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The independent rule of these ancient rulers came to an end at a 
much earlier period in some parts of the hills than in others. In 
Kingri for example this must have occurred at a remote time. But 
even after becoming subject to the Rajas they continued to enjoy 
great authority as “ barons of the hills.” The name by which they 
are then indicated in the inscriptions is Samanta, The domain of a 
Thakkur was called Thakuri and of a Rana—ranhu, and his aon bore 
the title of rdnaputra. Forishta states that a Raji of Kananj overran 
the hills from Kumaun to Jaromu and subdued 500 of these chiofs. 
This event is referred to the early centurics of the Christian era, but 
this number must have been only a moiety of the sum total, as thre 
may have been 100 in the Chamba area alone. 


In later times the title of Kini bore an inferior Meanie, 05 
“almost a king,” but at an earlier period it must have been.on a level 
with that of R‘ji, a8 an independent ruler, for it was borne by the 
rulers of Udaipur, originally Chitor, from an early period, as it still is, 

Traditionally these petty chiefs have a very unfortunate reputa- 
tion in the hills as quarrelsome and contentious among themselves, 
rendering them an casy prey to the founders of the Rijpat States, 
by whom they were made tributary or expelled from their domains, 

Of the royal titles of Aryan origin that of Raji is the oldest and 
is found in Sanskrit Literature of the earliest Vedic times, The Latin 
rex corresponds to a shorter form, as raj, which occurs in Sanskrit, 
but only in compound nouns, such as déva-raj (King of the gods), 
that is, Indra ; and ndga-raj (King of the Nigas). Though in use on 
the plains from the earliest Aryan times, the title of Raj docs not 
seem to have been introduced into the hills till after the founding of 
the Rajpit States, except in Kingri, originally called Trigarta, and 
Jammu, originally called Durgara, as it certainly also was in Kashmir 
from a very early period. 

The titl of Maharaja is also very ancient as that of a paramount 
Tuler, later also in the form of Maharajadhirdja (* king of kings "). 

The title of an heir-apparent im ancient times and down to a later 
date was Yuva-raja meaning “the young king.” It is found in the 
great Epics but im a more or less restricted senee, os that of an heir-- 
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apparent associated with the Raja in the rule of the State. The full 
form of Yue is Yuvan—the » being silent—at once suggesting its 
connection with Latin juvenis (comparative: Jintor), Urdu jawdn. 
This very ancient title is found in Sanskrit Literature and on the 
copper-plate deeds, and is still in wee in some South Indian States, 
especially Mysore and Travancore. In the Panjab it waa displaced 
in favour of Tiki in the sixteenth century. It is now being restored 
under the abbreviated form of Yuerdj—a more appropriate form would 
be Yueardj, in keeping with ancient custom, if the ancient form of 
Yuvarija is not preferred, 


The title of Tika is derived from Sanskrit filaka, the mark on the 
forehead at tho time of installation—hence the term rdj-ftlak, for the 
ceremony. The tithe Tita is applicable only to the son of a ruling 
chief, as heir-apparent to his father; other sons are called Dothain, 
Tirthain, etc. 

The title of Kwmdra, meaning infant or child, is also very ancient, 
‘though leas so than Yuvirija, and in found in Sanskrit literature, 
Like the Spanish enfanée, it was applied to a king's son, but with a 
general meaning. In order to make it definite the term Raja-bumdra 
or Matdrajakumdra was used in the Gupta period (A. D. 300-—600) 
to denote a prince, and also in the same restricted sense as Vueardya, 
that is“ Crown Prince,” associated with the ruler in power. It is now 
in use as Agj-kumdr and Mahardy-cumar. 


It may be of interest to note that in the Gupta period references 
occur on title-deeds to a class of high officials or ministers called 
Rumdrimatya (fumdra--amiaty:), attached to the peraon of the 
Crown Prince, in contradistinction to Rajimitya or ministers attached 
to the Raji. 

The modern forms of Kumara in use are Awnwer and Kadr. 


The oldest term of all applied to a Réji's aon was simply rajaputre, 
with a general meaning as including all the aons of a ruling chief. 
Originally it must have been restricted to them, but must soon have 
lost this significance by being assumed more generally by kinsmen, 
till it finally became applicable to anyone claiming royal descent, 
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and thus became a caste name. " That this was the real origin of the 
Rajpiit caste there can be little doubt, 

For three centuries the honorific title of Miin—a wonl of Perainn 
origin—has ben prevalent in the Western hills, between the Sathyj 
and the Chinah, for Rajpite. It is believed to moan “ Prince," and 
is gaid to have been conferred by Jahingtr on the twenty-two you 
princes in residence at his court as hostages for the fidelity of the 
ruling Chiefs within that area. Origmally restricted to them, it in 
time acquired a wider signification like other titles in India, and is 
now applied to all the kinamen of these royal families, and even in a 
wider meaning. Sometime ago the late Maharaja of Kashmir issued 
an order abolishing its use within his territory, and restoring the ancient 
title of Thakkura—in the form of Thakur, but the cogmomen of Mian 
remains in use to the east of the Riv. 

In the inscriptions where the name of a ruling chief occurs, it is 
usually combined with the word Deva, and in the case of a Rani with 
Devt, in the same manner as rex and reypina are in use in our royal 
family, The present forms are dev and dei, in common use in the 
general community, 

Though never used as a title, the ancient name of the Warrior 
Caste has close association with the titles of the ancient rulers. That 
name was Ashatriga.? The name is derived from Sanskrit Kehatra, 
meaning gle” and thus bears the meaning of “One who rules,” 
ora ruler, The modern pronunciation is Khatri, and the members of 
the Khatri caste-—mostly engaged in agriculture or trade and com- 
meree—continue to pronounce the name as in former times, as they 
must always have done. They claim to be descended from the ancient 
caste, and possibly the change in name to Chhatri was meant to distin- 
guish them from the upper section, maintaining the old traditions of 
the caste. To the Ra&jpit, as to the Kshatriya, his typical weapon 
was the sword antl his typical Moupation Was War. Any other kind 
of handicraft was the insignia of an inferior calling, involving social 
ostracism on any member of the community who handled it in any 
way. To the present time, among the Rajpiite of the hills, any member 
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of the caste engaging in agriculture is called Aal-bah (ploughman}, a. 


stigma on himself and ‘his family, and in former times 1t meant sooial 
ostracism almost amounting to exclusion from the caste, These 
restrictions have been much relaxed. 

J. HuTcHmon. 

J. Pa. VooEn. 





MAHARAJA GULAB SINGH AND THE SECOND SIKH WAR 


Sir Lepel Griffin makes the following statement in regard to the 
conduct of Maharaja Gulab Singh during the Second Sikh War: 
~ Although the proof of Gulab Singh's complicity in the rebellion 
might fail to satisfy a court of law, yet there is sufficient evidence for 
lustory to decide against him."? 

In the first place, Griffin considers, there was the genoral belief 
at the time shared even by Amir Dost Muharomad Khan, that Gulab 
Singh was the instigator of the rebellion, and that against his will 
Chattar Singh Attariwala would not have raised his hand. Then the 
evidence of Hira Nand, the agent sent by Chattar Singh to the 
Maharaja, recorded by John Lawranee in October, 1849, though in 
many parts exaggerated and contradictory, bore the general stump 
of truth. Hira Nand did not appear to have had any reason for 
accusing the Maharaja unjustly, and his evidence was confirmed in 
many important particulars by other witnesses whose depositions were 
subsequently taken, Finally, Sir Lepel observes no documentary 
evidence of any importance was discovered; but the most wily of 
mon was not likely to commit himself by writing what might be 
verbally explamed, or expreased by a sign or by the pressure of 
finger.® 

As against the opinion expressed above we have the evidence of 
Bir George Clerk who, writing in March, 1849, immediately after the 
rebellion, stated that he had tried very severely the loyalty of Gulab 
Singh on many occasions and found him true? 

It is possible for us now to dispose of the question of the compli- 
city of Maharaja Gulab Singh in the rebellion of 1848-49 by examining 
the Miscellaneous MSS. File No. 14 in the Panjab Government Record 
Office. The file which is entitled “ Trial of Maharaja Gulab Singh of 
Kashmir” contains the following documenta: (a) minute by the 
Preatdent of the Board of Administration on the evidence given by 
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Hira Mand and others, and on the correspondence found in the houses 
of Chattar Singh and Hakim Rai,: (b) minute by John Lawrence,? 
(c) minute by C. G. Mansel,? and (d) forty-one appendices containing 
the depositions of Hira Nand and others. 

John Lawrence, in his minote, tried to implicate Maharaja Gulab 
Singh in the Second Sikh War by bringing two definite allegations 
against him, vis. (a) that he aided the Sikh rebels by his advice, and 
() that he wished for their success. On the other hand, Sir Henry 
Lawrence tried to defend the Maharaja by saying that all his hopes and 
desires during the crisis of 1848-49 were for the success of the British 
cause, which he identified with his own well-being and very existence. § 

The minutes of the President and the members of the Board of 
Administration together with the relevant papers on the subject were 
forwarded to the Governor-General on Ist November, 1850, for his 
consideration and final orders. 

Lord Dalhousie after going into the papers carefully expreased his 
opinion that “ it is impossible to pronounce with certainty what may 
have been in the Maharaja's mind during the progress of the late 
campaign, what his real wishes, his hopes or his fears. But it is only 
just to His Highness to admit that the documents contam no proof 
that the Maharaja's wishes were with our enemies, or that he was 
actively exciting them to the injury of the British power."* 

The Governor-General, therefore, proposed merely to record the 
documents and letters which had been transmitted to the Government 
together with the reasons which induwoed him to determine that no 
action should be founded wpon them, and that the then existing 
relations of friendship between His Highness and the Government of 
India should not be interrupted by anything contaimed in those 
papers.’ 

R. KR. Serur. 


i A few extracts from Sir Henry Lawice's minute which runs to 90 pages 


are appended to this note. 
1 Joka Lawrence himael{ recorded the evidente of Hira Nand and othora. 


His minute is reproduced in full here. 

2 oC. G. Mansel has very Hetle to contrite on the subject in his minute. 

© Vide migete by John Lawrence. 

' Vide oxtracts “es the minute by Sir Henry Lawrence. 

( Letter No. Td, dated 13th Movember, 1850, From E. C. Bevis Eagr., 
Under-eoretary te the Government of India, with the Governor-General: e Board 
of — for the Affairs of the Panjab. 
7 Thid. 
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MINUTE BY JOHN LAWRENCE.* 


Acted. 1. The evidence marginally-noted was 
1, Hera Nard'sdeposition, recorded by me under the followmg 
2, Bukshee Gowhar's ,, ciroumstances. 
3. Sobha Singh's = 2. In the month of May, 1849, Hira 
4, Thulla’s = Nand, a Erahmin, arrived at Lahore 
5. Hashoo's s under escort from Maharaja Golab Singh. 
6. Muebumda's z He was known to have been a vakeel from 
deposition. Singh, and to have been several months 


$. Bulsheo Ratton Singh's in that capacity in Cashmere. As such, 
i ria he was examined by the President of the 


aaa nla haga Board, and, as he refuse to make any 
1h Deki Terex engas | MMO he wee place nee 
deposition. traint. 


4%. Thad no intercourse with the man, and, to my knowledge, 
I had never seen him until after Chutter Singh's arrest, when he sent 
me word that he wished to see me. I accordingly sent for him, when 
he said that he had heard of Chutter Singh's and his son's arrest ; 
that hitherto he had kept silence, not wishing to hurt them but that 
now, if he was assured of a pardon for the past, he would tell all he 
knew. 


4. I made him the desired assurance, on which he gave his 
evidence as recorded in the document marked I. 

T was at this time in direct communication with the most Noble, 
the Governor-General, regarding the arrest of the Sikh Sirdars and 
other matters connected with their safe custody. I addressed His 
Lordship, and was authorized to pursue the investigation. I aooord- 
ingly summoned the different parties, whose evidence Hera Nand 
asserted,. would confirm the statement. 


5. Maharaja Golab Singh had been written to more than ones 
both by Sir F. Currie and Sir H. Lawrence to give up Hera Nand, 
but their requisitions were not complied with until May, 1849. 








® Tho minute is in John Lawrence's own handwriting. 
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6. I fully admit that the evidence of Hera Nand is to be received 
with caution. He had, however, every inducement to tell the truth, 
but I cannot see that he had any to fabricate a story agninet the 
Maharaja. 

No one at Lahore, that I am aware of, had sought, since the war, 
to fix any accusation on His Highness, and, if such was the case, I do 
not see why Hera Nand should conceive that a series of accusations 
against the Maharaja would gain him faver. Hera Nand, though 
Intelligent, is nearly illiterate ; he can only write a little in Goormulkhee, 
His evidence in my judgment bears internal evidence of being true in 
ite main points, 

7. Hera Nand’s reasons for silence, in the first instance, and his 
subsequent admissions are consistent with probability. 

He was Sirdar Chutter Singh's trusted servant, and, as such, as 
long as his master had a chance of benefiting hy his silence, he refused 
to reveal the secrets of his mission. When Chatter Singh was arrested, 
Hera Nand naturally felt that the time was come when he might 
benefit himself without injuring his employer. 

8. The evidence of Hera Nand is corroborated, in many essential 
particulars, by the depositions which were subsequently recorded. 
The majority of the witnesses were between two and three hundred 
miles distant from him and he could not have seen any of them for 
months. Moreover the documents found in Chatter Singh's house, 
eleeted translations of which accompany this memorandum, show 
that the tndividuals named by Hera Nand were employed and trusted 
by the Maharaja and Chutter Singh. 


9. On the 40th October, 1849, I paid Sirdar Chutter Singh a 
visit, and, in presenec of Major Edwardes and Dr. Login, questioned 
him and his son Raja Shere Singh, regarding Hera Nand's deputation 
to Cashmere, and regarding the documents found in the Sardar’s 
house, subsequent to his arrest, by Lt. Hodson. 


10. At this interview, the original of the documents marked I 
and A were shown to them. Chutter Singh cannot write, and read but 
indifferently. He remarked that he did not recollect having received 
the paper marked A and that it must have been received previous to 
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the war. The other paper in which the following expression occurs 
“the English shall go to their own possessions, and the Afghans to 
theirs,” he denied all knowledge of. 

ll. Sher Singh, however, read the paper himself out loud, and 
nt onee admitted, that it was written in Jawnla Sablai's* handwriting, 
and must relate to matters which had oceurred since the Sutle] cam- 
paign., On his father’s asserting that the Maharaja had never written 
to him, the son replied that this was not correct, and instanced a 
letter signed “ Ream Singh “ and which had boon received during the 
war, and was lost with other papers at the battle of Goojrat. Chutter 
Singh did not deny the receipt of such a paper, but remarked “ verbal 
mesenges were aent, not letters," and that he had no proof that a 
letter signed “ Ram Singh " was from the Maharaja. 

Shere Singh replied, that his father knew very well where it came 
from. 

12. It is objected that Shere Singh is a notorious liar, I am 
not aware that he is particularly obnoxious to such a charge. I 
believe that there are few Sirdara of any race in India, whose 
unsupported testimony would be worthy of implicit credence. But the 
{not ia uniloubted that the papers were found among Chutter Singh's 
effects in his own house, and that the remark in one of them regarding 
the British and the Afghans could only apply toa period subsequent 


“to the Sutle] campaign, and most probably to one of a late date. 


13. Liewt.-Col. G. Lawrence attests that during his captivity 
Shere Singh repeatedly stated that he did not reccive letters from the 
Maharaja; and the President understood him to have said the same 
thing at the interview, when he first arrived at Lahore, after the war, 
and gave up the letter from the Maharanec. 

14. I was present at the interview, and I simply understood him 
to say that the letter he produced was the only one he had then left. 
T reenlled perfectly a remark of his on that occasion, to the effect that 
he had received communication from all parties, and that, hod he 
got to Lahore, not two mon would have remained with the English, 
one of whom he named as Raja Tej Singh. 


*Juwala Sahai wae Maharaja Gulab Singh's confidential agent in all dipbormetie 
busingess—" Gulab Singh" by K. M. Paniklenr (1890), p. 165, 
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15. The question, however, does not seem to me to hinge simply 
on his veracity. 

16. The result of the interview with Sirdar Clutter and Raja 
Shere Singh gave Major Edwardes, Dr, Login and myself the impression 
that Shere Singh was bitterly hostile to the Maharaja, whereas Chutter 
Singh was unwilling to say a word against His Highness, 

17. If the hostility of Shere Singh is adduced as a sufficient 
reason why he should falsely accuse the Maharaja, that hostility can 
only have been excited in consequence of His Highness’ shortcomings 
during the war; for previously, as the cherished friend of his father, 
he could not have had any such feelings towards him. The ill- 
feeling equally existed when Shere Singh arrived at Lahore after the 
eouelusion of the war. 

18. If Shere Singh did, then, and before Lieut,-Colonel George 
Lawrence, assert that he had never received letters from the Maharaja, 
in the firat place rt is quite possible that his father had, unknown to- 
him, for until a few days before the battle of Chillianwala, they had. 
not met. Moreover, it is not impossible that, until Shere Singh's 
arreat in October, he still hoped that the Maharaja might one day be 
of use to them, It is, however, a vain task to endeavour to account 
for the reasons which induced a native to make this or that statement. 
They would often find it difficult to account themselves for a given 
Iine of conduct, and reasons, which to them are conclusive, appear to us. 
bo be absard. 


19. Both Sirdar Chutter Singh and Raja Shere Singh, during 
their interview with me, denied having received any money from the 
Maharaja. On the same evening, however, Dr. Login, wrote me a 
note saying that Chutter Singh had sent for him and explained that 
his son Autar Singh had received 10,000 Hari Singhee rupees, thus 
corroborating Hera Nand's evidence. 

20. At the close of the conversation with Shere Singh he remark- 
ed “Tithe Maharaja was your friend, why did he not seize the Ladua 
Chief, and why did he allowhimto remain two months in. his Territory t 
He knew him to be criminal. The Maharaja allowed us to bring provi- 
sions from his termtory, hundreds of our camela went daily to 
Meerpoor, where his troops were, and purchased food.” 
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21. It may be replied that no chief will surrender a fugitive, 
that the Maharaja's army was in a false position, and might have been 
destroyed by the Sikh army. My answer is that Maharaja Golab Singh 
did surrender fugitives. Shortly after the battle of Goojrat, when 
the terrors of that action were in full strength, he seized both Ram 
Singh and the Wazoer Ichhar Singh of the Juswan Dhoon, and, as 
rogards his army, if it waa in danger, he waa an able enough soldier to 
take up a safe position in auch a strong country as that he holds, if 
he conceived that the troopa were in danger. That a chief so astute, 
and so experienced in warlike affairs, should keep his army within a 
couple of marches of an enemy of ten times his force, would lead 
one to suppose that he had little to fear. 

22, Dewan Jawala Sahai, the alleged writer of some of the letters, 
ia, a8 in well known, the confidential Minister of the Maharaja, and 
his brother Hari Chand commanded His Highness’s Troops at Meerpoor 
during the war. 

23. The term “ Mooluk” (country) in the letter marked A 
would be weed by a great chief rather than by a petty Bidar, 

The autograph Siri-ramji is known to be that of the Maharaja, 
and there are counterparts in the Board's office and among the records 
of the late Durbar. 

24. It is known that Chutter Singh was a sworn friend of 
Maharaja Golab Singh. When his brother Jye Singh died, His 
Highness induced Maharaja Ranjeet Singh to confer on him half Jye 
Singh's jageer, to the prejudice of that chief's aon; when the latter 
died, he got the whole made over to Chutter Singh. Chutter Singh 
in Teturn supported the Maharaja in the difficulty of 1844. In fact 
the two men were sworn friends. It is the general opinion, not onlr 
that Chutter Singh would not have undertaken any great design 
without consulting the Maharaja, but that the latter could have diz- 
auaded him from any enterprise, 

25. From the letter found among Gooroo Maharaja Singh's 
effects, a translation of which was forwarded to Government with 
Major Burn’s letter No, 79, dated the 28th of February, it is clear that 
Dost Muhammad Khan of Cabul considered the Maharaja to hare 
instigated Chutter Singh in the late war. 
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46, From the published papers relating to the war, many 
selections oan, be made showing that Maharaja Golab Singh was not a 
true ally to wa daring that period. 

I have no prejudice against His Highness, and at the time he was 
most loudly acoused of complicity with our enemies, I publicly stated 
that I was satisfied with the aid his people had given me durmg one 
of Ram Singh's inroads into the Trans-Sutlej Territory. But I never 
eonversed with a native, high or low, either during or since the war, 
who professed to know anything of the matter, who did not assert 
that the Maharaja was secretly abetting the insurgents. 

27, Such was not a mere opinion, but people acted on it. Ram 
Singh of Noorpoor, on the occasion of both his inroads, marched 
through the Jummoo Territory, on the ocension of his defeats, he 
fled there. Ichhar, the Juswan Wazeer, did the same. Meean 
Bijah Singh of Seba, who isa connection of the Malaraja’s took refuge 
in Jummoo. 

I may add that the Juswan Raja, one of the principals in the 
Juswan disturbances, is also a connection of his. Lt, Hodson* in 
the month of January, 1849, publicly reported that Umour Smgh 
Munas and Ram Singh of Noorpore had marched through the Jummoo 
Territory, not only without molestation, but without notice being 
sent that officer. He also reported that the families of Dewan Halim 
Rai and his sons were there living in security. These statements I 
have reason to know were correct. In looking over Dewan Hakim 

Rai's papers and accounts in October last, I found proof that his 
family had sought refuge in the Juromoo Territory. 

28, On the Gth October, the Resident of Lahore states that, 
besides the “universal belief" and “assertion ” of the rebels, 
one whole Regiment of Maharaja Golab Singh's and two hundred and 
. fifty men of another joined the insurgents.3 
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i For fuller information om this iia read the article on “The Ballad of 
Ham Singh's two rebelliona,* published In the Journal of Panjab Historical Ronioty, 
Vol. VIEL No. 1, pp. 1—f. 

1 Fide Parliamentary — relating to the Panjab, 1S47—41, p. G34, Lt 
Hedlaen to the Resident of 

® Fide Parliamentary a relating to the Panjab, 1847—i0, p. 382. The 
Hesxlent at Lahore to the Brenstary with the Acta ico 
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29. In that letter the Resident saya that ho had permitted the 
Maharaja at his own request to attack the enemy, but we never hear 
that he did so. 

30, Government aubsequently called on him, in a moat solemn 
way, to play the part, not of a neutral, but of an ally, and to act 
against the insurgents on their anticipated defeat and retreat across 
the Jhelum ; [ am not aware that he did anything. 


31. In opposition to Hera Nand's evidence, corroborated as it 
is by the documents and evidence now filed with this paper, and to 
the facta recorded in the Resident's letter of the 6th October, added 
to the strong probability arising from the Maharaja's friendship to 
Chatter Singh, ane, his fear of wa, I know of no substantial acts of His 
Highness in our behalf, except that ho sent a sum of money and four 
uns to Captain (now Major) J. Abbott. He doubtless deserves oredit 
for so doing. But it must be recollected that he owed our Government 
eevoral lakhs of rupees at the time, and could not, therefore, have well 
refused to send the money, without virtually declaring war. Major 
Abbott himself asserted that the Maharaja's troops " had mutinied by 


orders from Cashmere.” 


a2. I think that the Maharaja's conduct in supplying Major 
Abbott with guns ancl treasure on the one hand, and abetting the Bikhs 


“mi the other, however, inconsistent In our eyes, is consonant to the 


wily and tortuous line of policy the Maharaja has pursued through 
life. Though a good and brave soldier, he has invariably pursued 
his objects by fraud rather than by force, and has seldom fought when 
he could avoid it. His principle has usually been to put others 
forward, and to keep behind the ssenes till success was secured, 

However valuable, on moral considerations, was the defence of 
Major Abbott in Huzara, his success or failure, could not have affcoted 
the results of the war, whereas, by giving him a little aid, the Maharaja, 
as it wore, was scouring for himself one instance, in case of need, which 
he could traly point owt as the proof of his having acted the part of a 
real ally. 

That he ia fonder of intriguing than fighting was clearly shown 
im the Cashmere affair of 1846, when he allowed himeelf to be heaton 
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by Sheikh Imam-ud-Din, and when he doubted and hesitated, neither 
refusing nor accepting our aid, until our troops, almost against his 
will, occupied his territory, and he was literally dragged up to Cashmere 
by our Offioers.! 

In conclusion, I hereby record that, in my judgment, though 
no overt act of hostility ia proven against the Maharaja, yet, I have no 
doubt from the above facts and reasons, that he was in correspondence 
with the Chief Sikh Sirdars in the late war: that he aided them with 
his advice, and wished for their success, and that, while offering his 
services to the British Government, and protesting in his allegiance, 
he allowed the enemy.to draw supplies from his territory. 

LAHORE : Bd./ Jou Lawrence. 
4th May, 1850. 


Eatracts from the minute by Sir Henry Leaaerence. 


Pare, 3.—As my judgment on those points, wherein I consider 
the Jummoo Government guilty, ia much less severe than that of 
Mr. John Lawrence ; and as without exculpating the Maharaja I find. 
many pallinting circumstances in his position and character, as well as 
in our own comiluct of the war, I must, at some length, go over the 
ground already traversed by my colleague, premising, however, that 
I wholly protest against the third and fourth clauses of hia opinion. 
I do not believe that the Maharaja aided the enemy by his advice, 
and [ am, not only, not of opinion that he wished well to their cause, 
but I believe that he dreaded our possible discomiiture, as a sure 
prelude to hin own, 


The evidence adduced may enable us to judge of the fact, whether 
he did give advice or not, but [ question ita being within the province 
of a judicial inquiry, to pronownee decidedly on his, or on any man's 
wishes, although acts, probabilities and interests may assist wa in 
coming toa reasonable conclusion : if he did little service for us, during 
the war, he did literally nothing for the enemy. If his scanty ancL 
partial supports of us be declared hostility, his absolutely negative 
aid to the enemy, cannot in fairness, be pronounced friendship, 


| Fora detailed account of the revolt in Kashmir in 1840, read the article on- 
the rk % published in the Journal of the Panjab University Historical Sosinty, 
Vou 1, Pt 1, pp. 1—F1. 
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Para. 4.—I am further of opinion that any shortcomings in the 
services the Maharaja ought to have performed, any civilities shewn 
to emissaries from the rebels, and any supplies sent through those 
emissarics, were solely and entirely caused by his fears for himaell, 
arising from the scanty and imperfect aucoera of our arma, during the 
early stages of the war; and from apprehension that as the villages 
around our Head Quarter Camp were, up to the battle of Goojrat, 
abandoned to the mercy of the Sikhs, so might a temporary retirement 
of our troops from Lahore open a road into Cashmere and Jummoo 
to the Sikhs, the enemies of hia family, and to the Afghans, panting 
to recover their own possessions. 


Para, 5.—When we are toll that aman, who has always acted 
with a view to his own interests, without respect to kindred, religion, 
or old friendship, who powerfully sided us at Peshawar, when the 
Sikh army jeered us to our faces, and sought only for occasion of 
hostility, who for his own purposes opposed his own nephew, when 
minister of Lahore, who separated himself from the Sikh cause, when 
it was strong, because he knew we were stronger, when we are told 
that such a man, on any pretext, whether of faith, friendship, or 
old connexion, has taken up that same Sikh cause when it was weak, 
forgetting old injuries, the blood of his son and of his nearest relatives, 
his own surrender, captivity, and heavy ransom, and equally 
unmindiul, not only, of great and unexpected favours but (notwith- 
standing present appearances) of the undiminished power of the 
donors, when auch strange conduct is asserted, we are bound closely 
to scrutinize the evidence, and to pive the benefits of our doubts to 
the accused. 


Parc. 6.—But even assuming for a moment that the Maharaja 
is entirely devoid of gratitude, honesty, and all such human feelings, 
and further admitting that we cannot read the heart, or judge a 
native of India by European standards, we can at least judge of 
the present by the past, and if convinced by such a review that Gulab 
Singh had everything to hope from ws, everything to fear from our 
enemy, we may fairly acquit him of the treachery laid to his charge, 
till we have conclusive proof of his guilt. 
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(Sir Henry Lawrence then proceeds in his minute to analyse the 
evidence taken by John Lawrence, as well as the letters found in 
Chattar Singh's and Hakim Rai's houzes.] 


Pura. 87.-—Mr. John Lawrence considers it clear that Dost Mohd. 
believed Gulab Singh to have atirred up the war. I will not say that 
the Amir did not, but I must say that, if he did he rested his belief 
on mach slighter evidence than so sagacious a man might be supposed 
to demand, before entering on 80 hazardous a project. From his 
dilatory and cautions conduct at the beginning, as well as from the 
little respect he placed to Sikh or Hindu prejudices it rathor seems. 
probable that he emerged from the Khyber on a general venture, 
intending to be guided by circumstances as to which party he should 
join, 

Para, 73.—I have now gone through a mass of conflicting evidence 
whith bears a different aspect to mo and to my colleague. Neither 
of ua assume the inherent veracity of the witnesses before us. We 
can but sift and compare their testimony, and then judge how far it is 
borne out by facta and probabilitics, This T have done attentively 
aided by considerable local experience, and the result is that I am 
compelled to differ from Mr. John Lawrence's opinion, that the 
Maharaja “ aided the chiel Sikh Sardara with his advice, and wished 
for their success.” 

Para. 80.—Sir Henry Lawrence concludes his minute by saying : 
“Tn fine though Maharaja Gulab Singh did not venture to cut himact£ 
off from all possibility of making terms with the rebels, had they 
succeeded, I am persuaded that all his hopes and desires were for the 
ancecss of our cause, which he identified with his own well-being, and 
very existences. T do not positively assert that he 18 Innocent of the 
offenoca lai to his charge, it is at all times difficult to prove a negative. 
But I have given many and cogent reasons why he should not have 
acted, as acoused, and I believe that I have shown that the evidence 
and letters, now under review contain neither moral nor judicial 
proof of his guilt. Gulab Singh is now our friend ; and, if ever he 
becomes onr foe, it will be from fears for his own safety.” 
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THE RISE OF SANSAR CHAND. 
(See Journal, Vol. If, Part I, April, 1934, . 31.) 


When Haja Ghammand Chand was leading his army to the 
subjugation of the hill states in January, 1765, his son Tegh Chand's 
wife bore « son to her husband at Bijapur, on the Beas, at that time ° 
capital of the Katoch Raj. It was then a fortified town, but town 
and fort have now dwindled into insignificance, The turrets looking 
down on the river, the old gateway and massive brick walls, which 
survived the terrible earthquake of 1906, indicate the site of the old 
royal palace. It has been marked by a marble tablet! in » wall inside 
the ruma of the palace, with the following imseription : 

Birthplace of 
Raja Sansar Chand 
January, 1765, A. D. 

According to local tradition, Raja Sansar Chand was born and 
brought wp here to the age of five years, 

Soon after his birth the foundation of the fort of Tira was laid 
and the palace and gardens at Alampur were repaired. The capital 
was then shifted from Bijapur to Alampur in the year 1769, A. D. 

Sanear Chand’s education was interrupted at a very early age, 
when he witnessed the downfall of his grandfather at the hand of 
Sardar Jassa Bingh Ramgarhia and his death in the year 1773. Tegh 
Chand, his father, also died within few months, ond in 1774 Sansar 
Chand waa left a helpless boy of ten years. 

Heneeforward his career may be divided inte fow different 
periods, 

The first of these began in 1774 with his attack on the stronghold 
of Kangra, in which he invited a foreigner to help him. But his ally, 
after reducing the fort, seized it for himself and ruled supreme in the 
hills, Sansar Chand governed his state os 0 dependant of this chief 
for some years and then entered into conflict with him. In the second 
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walls in 1006 by order of the ty Commissioner of Kangra. 
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period, having recovered his ancestral stronghold, Kot Kangra, in 
the year 1786, he asserted his independence, laid claim to the head- 
ship of the hill states of Jullundur circle and aspired to establish a 
kingdom from the Jumna te the Ravi which his ancestors had once 
governed. He maintained his power in the hills for twenty years 
{1786—1806). 

In the third phase of his career renotion set in. The hill chiefs 
would no longer submit to his aggrandisement; they formed a 
coalition against him and invited a more formidable power from 
outside. Sansar Chand was defeated and Kot Kangra was besieged 
for three years. Sansar Chand secured the help of Ranjit Singh and 
expelled the Gurkhas from the Kangra Valley. In his Inst days he 
meekly submitted to Khalsa domination and passed his days as o 
tributary to the Government at Lahore. 

We lmow nothing of the first period of Sansar Chond’s life. 
Tho Panjab was in those days in the throes of anarchy. There were 
many rulers in different parts of the country and the Sikh Misals 
were gaining power every day. Sardar Jai Singh, head of the Kanhiya 
Misal, having contracted a friendship with Sardar Jassa Singh 
Ahluwalia, drove out Sardar Jasea Singh Ramgarhia to the wastes 
of Hansi and Hissar and ocoupied a paramount position in the Panjab 
as the ruler of the Bari Doab.1 The Ramgarhia Sardar had for some 
time been in possession of the Kangra Valley,* which again fell into 
the hands of its native rulers. Sansar Chand succeeded hia fnther in 
the year 1774 when the Ramgarhia had been expelled from the 
country. He started as an independent ruler* and soon after his 
accession he heard of the death of Nawab Saif Ali Khan in 1774 A, D. 
and laid siege to the fortress of Kangra, but, unable to reduce it 
himself, he invited the assistance of Sardar Jai Singh Kanhiya, who 
dispatched a considerable foree under his son Gurbaksh Singh.* It 
is said that Gurbakeh Singh bribed Jiwan Khan, the son and successor 
of Nawab Saif Ali Khan, and procured the surrender of the fortress 
partly by force and partly by aout He retained pousanion of 
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the fort for his master, and Sansar Chand, seemg no hope of resistance, 
submitted to the will of his ally?, 

The fort of Kangra was in those days the key to the whole valley 
of Kangra; whoever held the fort ruled the hills, It was not for 
nothing that Ghammand Chand had coveted it. The strength and 
reputation of the stronghold can easily be estimated, if we look to the 
career of ita last Moghul commandant, Nowab Saif Ali Khan. He 
maintamed his position for thirty years in complete isolation from 
Delhi and Lahore without any resource beyond the range of his guna, 
though he was surrounded by enemies on all sides. Thos by the 
possession of Kot Kangra Sardar Jai Singh became lord of all the hill 
states between the Satlaj and the Ravi, and ruled them for ten years, # 

In 178) a quarrel arose between Sardar Jai Singh Kanhiya and 
Maha Singh Sukarchakia, Sansar Chand fought on the side of Maha 
Singh amd, laid siege to the fort of Kongra.® Jai Singh seems to have 
been helped by the Rani of Bilaspur. When in March, 1783, Forster 
pasecd through this part of the country, he found the two armica 
lying about sixteen miles apart.“ The Rani of Bilaspur was abl to 
inflict considerable losses on Raja Sansar Chand, whose territories 
were pillaged." Her army was however at this time confined to her 
own borders, cight miles from the frontier of Kangra.’ Forster thus. 
describes her forces :-— 

* About 300 horse and 8,000 footmen armed with matchlocka, 
swords, spears and clubs were huddled together on two sides of a hill 
in a deep state of confusion and filth. Having resided for the space 
of four months in the amall sheds made of boughs of trees, ‘the effects 


a “There are different accounta of this event, Bee below. 
® With the Raja of Guler] saw oe painting of the Darbar of 8. Jai Singh 
Kanbiyr, is which diferent ‘wae their seniority. 
The following is the order in tho eae =, by 
on 
(hight hast stds. 


hand side). 

2. Rajs Haj Singh of Chambe. shales La 
3. Kaje Porkash Chand of Gaoler. 
4. Raja Jogrup Chand of Jaewari. 10. len Shae ad Katock, 
§&. Ftaja Narain of Biba. IL. Jodha Ram Sannkhals, 
6. Eheahhala the Kotwal. 12. Vasier Dhiss Singh. 
Those sprites hr the portrait in Dor ohareoter. 

En On t v Nagri 
. Forte Toarale Nig I, p. 258. 
« Jbid; Vol.T, p. 258 
. Ibid ; Vol. I, p. 241. 
* sbid: Vol. I. 
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resulting from the situation could neither have been pleasant nor 
salutary. In all were four ordinary tents. The Rani with her son, a 
youth of about ten years of age, and a favourita Sanyasi, had retired 
during the war to an adjacent fort, where she directed the general 
operations of the war....I waited on the commander-in-chief, then 
sitting under a banian tree, and attended by his principal officers, 
the greater part of them clad in native buff, Some new levies were 
passing in review before him. All the power of a Prussian drill — 
sergeant could (not) have impressed on them a competent knowledge 
of military discipline. On approaching the chief, I made an offermg 
of a Rupee, laid on the corner of my vest! 

When Forster was in the Bilaspur camp, negotiations for peace 
were about to begin. Two messengers were being sent to the Kangra 
camp to convey proposals of peace.* Forster's journey to the Kangra 
camp was attended with many adventures, but he reached it at last im 
safety. “A small body, chiefly of horse, was stationed at this camp, 
the greater part of the forecs under the command of the Rajah being 
employed in the siege of Kot Kangra." * 

If Forster is to be believed, this alliance between Sansar Chand 
and the Sikhs had already cost the former a good deal. “ The ordinary 
revenue, which is cstimated at seven lacks of rupees, has been much 
diminished, by the chief's alliance with the Sikhs, who spread destruc- 
tion wherever they go." He desoribes the territory of Kangra 
as “ limited on the North and North-West by Haripur, on the Hast 
by Chamba, on the South by Bilaspur, and on the West by the 
Panjab."* 

Tn the year 1780 a quarrel arose between Sardar Jai Singh Kanhiya 
and Sardar Maha Singh Sukerchakia. A battle was fought near 
Ratala in the year 1784. Jai Singh was severely defeated im two 
decisive actions and fled with his assistants, Jemal Singh and Tara 
Singh, to Pathankot. The victorious army then took possession of 
the vanquished chief's territory, Sardar Jasse Singh Ramgarhia 

t Forster, Vol. I, p. 251. 
Fhid : Vol. i, p. 256. 
Ibid ; Vol. I, p. 259. 
Thid ; Vol. I, p. 280, 261. 
Thid ; Vol. I, p. 200. 
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recovered all his possessions in the plains, but the hull country still 
remained under the Kanhiya chief.* 

Meanwhile Sansar Chand Katoch continued the war in other 
quarters. His object was the acquisition of the fort of Kangra, but 
knowing his strength unequal to the work in hand, he thought it 
expedient to leave it for some better occasion. Leaving some 
contingents at Kangra to watch the movements of the enemy within 
the fort, he first fell on Hajipur and took the whole country between 
that town and the hills, including Mukerian. Next he laid siege to the 
fort of Atalgarh, It was gallantly defended by a slave girl of the 
Kanhiya Sardar, named Dasser. The siege continued for four montha; 
all attacks of the enemy were successfully repulsed and Sansar Chand 
was obliged to abandon it. The war continued between Sansar Chand 
and Jai Singh for more than three years in different quarters.* 

In 1785 4 scheme to suspend hostilities was arranged by Mai 
Sada Kaur, widow of Gurbaksh, son of §. Jai Singh.* She proposed 
to her father-in-law an alliance between the Kanhiya Misal and the 
Sukerchakia Misal by giving her daughter Mahtab Kaur in marriage to 
Ranjit Singh, son of Maha Singh. The proposal was no sooner made 
than carried out. She proceeded in person to Jawalnoji and invited 
there Raj Kaur, wife of Maha Singh, and Sansar Chand. Mehtab 
Kaur was then betrothed to Ranjit Singh and perpetual friendship 
was cemented between the two misals, At the same time Sansar 
Chand pressed his olaim to the possession of Kot Kangra. The matter 
was referred to a court of arbitration, which decided that the fort of 
Kangra should be given to him, while he on his part promised to 
restore the possessions of the Kanhiya Sardar, which he had conquered 
inthe recent war. It was further agreed that the Katoch Raja should 
take the side of the Kanhiya Misal in the event of a war with the 
Ramgarhia Misal.* Thus after a lapse of two centuries the stronghold 
of Kangra once more came into the hands of ita legitimate prince, 
the Katoch Raja 


“1 8. M. Latif, H. &, p. 108-08 and Transformation of Sikbiaa @. C. Murang, 

1T4. 
cs S. M. Latif, History of the Panjab, kaa 

. §. M. Latif, History of the Panjab, p 

<8. M: Lati's History of the Sikhs, p-107 Latif ia in describing the 
event as the martiago between Mahtab Kaur apd Hanjit Bingh })- Hanjit 
was ooly betrothed; the marriage took place in 1785. ; 
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The qurrent accounts of the acquisition of Kot Kangra by Sansar 
Chand do not agree. There is confusion as to the date as well as the 
methods by which he acquired if. 

Drs. Hutchison and Vogel, relying on Mr. Barnes, are of opinion 
that the siege took place in 1781-2 and think that Latif, who gives the 
date as 1774 must be incorrect. They state -— 

“ Sansar Chand's chief ambition was the capture of Kangra fort, 
the ancient home of his ancestors, and soon after coming into power 
an attempt was made but without success. He then called in to his 
aid Jai Singh Kanhiya, and, in 1781-2, the combed forces again 
laid siege to the stronghold.” The old Nawab was then dying and 
on his demise the fort was surrendered in 1783, but by a stratagem 
fell into the hands of the Sikha. The story of its capture as found in 
one of the records is as follows :— 

“The siege had lasted a year when the Nawab died and his 
remains had to be conveyed to the burial ground outaide the fort. The 
Hazaris, or Mughal gunners from Delhi, were in scoret league with 
' Sansar Chand and had arranged to give up the fort to him for a 
suitable reward, when a favourable opportunity presented itself. As 
the Nawab's corpse was being conveyed from the fort to the Imambara 
for burial by his sons, the Hazaris sent word to Sanear Chand to 
seizo the opportunity for an attack, Jai Singh also, however, had 
information and, as his force was nearest the gate, some of his men 
seoured an entrance first; Sansar Chand, though much chagrined, 
had to acquiesce and bide his tume."! 

Dr. Hutchison and Dr. Ph. Vogel seem to have been led astray 
by Barnes’ report and Forster's nooount. I thnk Bames is referring 
in that place to the second siege of Kangra in 1781, because in the report 
he admits Jai Singh Kanhiya as a paramount ruler in the hills and 
cites a document under the Kanhiya’s seal dated 1776 A.D., fixing the 
Chamba tribute at Rs. 400. Forster, who passed through the Kangra 
hills in March, 1783, and referred to a siege of the fortress as a recent 
event, is correct, but he too is probably referring to the second siege by 
Sanaar Chand, when he, a8 an ally of the Sukerchakia and Ahluwalia 
Misals, made war upon the Kanhiyas. 
Trot Fab HB VOLT pad aie 
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Vigne's account is misleading. He regards Kangra only as a 
Jagir which was granted by the Moghul Emperor as a favour to some of 
his courtiers. He also tells us that Kangra was besieged by Sansar 
Chand and that Jai Singh Kanhiya, the father-in-law of Ranjit Singh, 
being a friend of the Vazir, came to his rescue, and that after he waa 
recalled by Ranjit Singh and killed in a fray near Amritaar, the 
fortress fell into the hands of Sansar Chand.’ 

Cunningham says: “In 1783 Kangra was besieged by Jai 
Singh Ghani, a Sikh leader. The old governor, Seif Ullah, died during 
the siege and after holding out for five months the fort was surrendered 
by his son, Zalfikar Khan. Sansar Chand, the titular Raja of Kangra, 
is said to have instigated this siege and to have been disappointed 
when the Sikh chief kept Kangra for himself, Four years later he 
obtained the aid of other Sikh leaders, and in 1787 Jai Singh was 
reluctantly obliged to surrender the fort into the hands of Sansar 
Chand.2 

Diwan Sarb Diyal's account is still different :— 

“ Raja Sansar Chand was born in Sambat 1822. He succeeded 
his father at the age of ten, and first of all in Sambat 1837 (1780 A D.} 
when he was about fifteen, he assaulted the fortress of Eangra, which 
was at that time in the possession of 8. Jai Singh of Batala. The old 
chief not being able to stand against him, took his way home. The 
stronghold of Kangra after a lapse of centuries again came into the 
hands of Sansar Chand, its legitimate owner.” (Para. 36). 

This view has also been supported by local tradition, and a paint- 
ing which I saw at Alampur shows Sansar Chand leading his forces to 
the siege of Kangra, and on its back bears the following inscription in 

‘Tamkari :— 

“On the 23rd of Katak Sambat 1837 (November 1781 A.D.) 
Bangsar Chand conquered the country and town of Kangra.” 

J. D. Cunningham, 8, M. Latif, and the Kangra Gazetteer agree 
and give the date of the siege as 1774, Barnes cites a document 
(dated 1776) by Jai Singh Kanhiya, which proves that the hills were 
already under Jai Singh. 


+ Vigne’ Travels in Kashmir, Vol. I, p. 137. 
* Arch. Survey Report, Vol. ¥, p. 16g, 
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To sum up, we come to the following conclusion :— 

The document cited by Mr. Barnes fixing the Chamba revenwe in 
1776 A.D. proves that the hills had already come under the domination 
of &. Jai Singh Kanhiya, who oocupied the Kangra Valley about the 
year 1775, As Sansar Chand waa ot this time only a boy of ten years, 
he could not be expected to have laid siege to the fortress and to have 
asked the assistance of the Eanhiya Sardar in its reduction. About 
the year 1780, when Sansar Chand had reached the age of sixteen, 
hostilities broke out between the Kanhiyas and Sukerchakias in the 
plains and Sansar Chand sided with the latter. It was about this 
time that he conquered the town of Kangra and began the siege of 
the fortress which continued for about three or four years (1781—1784). 
It is of this siege that Vigne and others wrote. It is to this assault 
that the painting already described refers, It is on this account that 
Diwan Sarb Diyal wrote of tho first achievement of Sansar Chand 
at about the age of fifteen, in which he took the fort of Kangra from 
the old Sardar Jai Singh Kanhiya. The confusion haa been 
caused by mixing two events and the whole situation becomes olear 
when we remember that the fort of Kangra was besieged twice, in 1774 
and 1781—17&4. 

The assertion that Sansar Chand laid siege to the fortress in 1781, 
on the death of Nawab Saif Ali Khan, and then invoked the aid of 
Sardar Jai Singh docs not tally with the facts, because from 1780 
until the treaty of Jawala Mukhi in 1785 Jai Singh was occupied m 
a struggle against the Sukerchakias. Moreover, the picture referred 
to shows that Sanaar Chand was not entitled to the position of a 
Raja when Jai Singh was paramount in the hills, This shows that 
Jai Singh had occupied the hills before 1776 A.D.: that Nawab Saif 
Ali Khan died in 1774 ; and that Kangra was occupied by the Kanhiya 
Sardar about 1775, and was delivered to Sanaar Chand in 1785. 


Mansa Rau Sup, 
Edited by Sat Raw SoaRMa. 
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ANDREW DALGLEISH. 
CenTRaL Astan TRADER axD TRAVELLER. 


Just beyond the northern ond of the grim Karakoram Pass over 
the Mustagh Range there stands besides the track amid an utter 
abomination of desolation a aruall rough stone pyramid, having on ita 
truncated summit a marble tablet, bearing this inscription : 

In Memory of Androw Dalgleish 
Central Asian Trader and Traveller 
Who was treacherously murdered at this apot 
By an Afghan on the 
Sth of April 1888 

This homble monument, placed there by a French fellow trader 
and traveller, commemorates one of the most oxtraordinary personages 
in all the annals of British trade in the East, and the lost of that great 
multitude, who, unsung and uncelebrated in history, have died in the 
remoter parta of the earth to further the interests of British business, 
themselves earning but a humble living. 

Andrew Dalgleish, born at Edinburgh in 1853, was one of those 
able, silent, steadfast and kindly Scots who hove made their notion 
trusted and respected throughout the world by those who do business 
with them. For some fourteen years, in ten of which he fared alone 
amongst Asiatica, Andrew Dalgleish ploughed his lone furrow through 
the snowy passes and upland plaina of the moat formidable mountains 
in the world, to gain the markets of Central Asia and eapecially Chinese 
Turkistan for the goods of his country and « scant living for himself. 
He eould have gained a far better and easier living, but he chose 
rather this labour of love, that bound him to eastern cities and the 
Wild lands where he left his bones, aa perhaps he wished. 

How Andrew Dalgleish, once of the British Mercantile Marine, 
came to spend and ond his days in the heart of a continent many 
thousands of miles from the nearest seaport, was told after his death 


by Mr. Thomas Russell,* a founder and first travelling agent of the 
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Central Asian Trading Company of Lahore, a firm started in the early 
seventies of the last century by some business men and investors of 
Lahore. Tho object was to introduce British goods, mainly pieoe- 
goods and hardware, to the markets of Central Asia, and to import 
from there and Kashmir silks, furs, shawls and other suitable articles. 
Srinagar was the half-way house, where the loads were changed from 
camels to ponies, the latter being the only animals capable of enduring 
a range of altitude often varying from 5,000 to 18,000, feet. 

In the year 1874 Mr. Russell was at home in Edinburgh, where he 
found Dalgleish, 1 distant relative, recovering from the effects of an 
accident sustained when he was second mate of a British cargo steamer 
on the Far Eastern ron. It waa a broken shoulder, caused by the fall 
of a boat from the davita between Hong Kong and Yokohama, and 
though he was in hospital at the latter place for 12 months, the 
condition of the shoulder on arrival necessitated its opening and the 
extraction of some fragments of broken bone. His mother begged 
Mr. Russell to take him asa companion in the Yarkand journey, which 
wasdone, Accordingly in June 1674, the Yarkand venture with 
Russell in charge (they were going via Tibet) left Jullundur, arriving at 
Yarkand four months later, 


In a letter written to the " Civil and Military Gazette” of Lahore 
after Dalgleish's death Mr. Russell spoke most apprectatively of the 
manner in which his new assistant speedily acquired Persian, Urdu and 
Turki, as well as the many dialects of the Kirghis, Argoons, Bhots, 
Wakkhancet and Yarkandis, and of his adaptability to all kmds of 
men and conditions of travel, by which he pained the respect and 
confidence of all and was able to make such a success of his dealings 
despite a Scottish capacity for driving a hard bargain. This indeed 
was admired by the Chinese and Yarkandis, no mean professors of 
the art themselves. He quickly acquired a kmowledge of simple 
medicine and of rough surgery, which was also moat valuable, 
for in those parts every European was expected to be a sort of doctor 
and to have plenty of medicine available. In this Dalgleish was 
expecially good, aa was vouched by all who spoke of him and by himself 
in a letter to the Church Missionary Society, urging the appointment 
of a medical missionary at Yarkand. He mentioned that, though he 
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gave up half his time to treating such casea as he could, there were 
many that required the skilled hand of a proper medical man and 
eye-doctor, 

As to the physical difficulties of his enterprise and how he over- 
came them, we may quote Russell, Captain Younghusband and lastly 
Dalgleish himself. The physical difficulties of transporting goods 
over the Himalayan Ranges to Turkistan and the Eastern eee 
are very great and only to be overcome by aman like Dalgleish, who 
the end paid with his life for bemging to # successful issue tho 
trade in British goxwds far beyond Indian frontiers. 

Just behind Leh ia the Khardung Pass, the ascent of which to 
17,000 feet is very abrupt, causing mountain sickness; after that 
comes the Sasser Pass, olao about 17,000foet, and then what must ba 
the most dreary and desolate upland plains in the world, the Dipeang. 
They lie at an altitude of 17,000 feet and congsist of barren gravel 
plains and mounds as bare as a sidewalk, over which even in summer, 
blow blinding snow storms. After crossing these plains you enter a 
shallow valley strewn with the skeletons of ponies, a veritable Valley 
of the Shadow of Death, and thence pasa to the Kambkoram, 18,850 
feet high. “ Descending the northern slope we came to the memorial 
to poor Dalgleish, erected by M. Dauvergne and Lieutenant Bower 
last year. Wo deearier spot can be imagined than this where fell the 
only Englishman who tried to make a home and livelihood in Central 
Agia and, after gaining success and the good-will of all ha met, was 
murdered in a fit of passion or fanaticism by one who, like himself, 
was a stranger im thea country."* 

Dalgleish, who did this journey twice a year for some ten years, 
says very little about his difficulties, and that only casually, in the 
extracta from his letters to Russell and Mr. Ney Elias, Joint Com- 
missioner at Leh, oceasionally published in the Indian press, which 
took much interest in the daring and unique project, which by 1830 
had become the sole property of Dalgleish, the others having dropped 
out or sold out. Russell, who had a general business at Lahore and 
Kashmir, still continued to act as a kind of agent, and it was to him 
that most of the extracts were duc. They are all so descriptive of the 

- © Younghasband :—Heart of a Continent, pp. 2M-28, 
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country and the people dealt with and withal so characteristic of this 
remarkable man, that I am confident they will be as interesting to 
readers ag to myself. 

“November 17th, 1881.—My letters of the 30th September will 
reach you im doe course, as [ hear that the bearer got safe over the 
Karakoram Pass. In those I told you of my friendly reception by 
the Chinese Amban and how I am progressing with my venture. The 
reapect paid me by the Amban and the Chinese generally exceeds 
even the most sanguine expectations I antertained when I bade you 
farewell in Lahore in December last. But though the Chinese are 
friendly enough, the native Begs have to be conciliated and, as you 
can do nothing with these people unless you feed them, I am compel- 
led to spend a round number of rupees each month on them, though 
I would much rather duck them m the river or tar and feather them. 
On my arrival the Amban gave orders that I was to be entertained to 
the best the country could afford and the whole of the notables of 
Yarkand were invited to meet the Englishman (I am obliged to drop 
the Scotchman here). 

"“T have now been eight months at Yarkand and well treated 
all the time. Yesterday, being the birthday of the chief Amban, 
Shanko Jew, he issued orders that the Englishman was to be suitably 
entertained. This invitation I managed to get extended to all the 
Indian traders and in consequence there were assembled some forty 
traders, two Chinese officials and several Bogs and Tungehues. My 
own hous: was most gorgeously decorated at the expense of the 
Amban and after dinner everything was cleared away and in came 
musicians and dancing girls, the former shedding their wild music 
on the night air. The nectar was passed round freely and the usually 
silent Asintic soon forgot his sorrows and woes in song and dance, 
One of the three dancing girls was distinctly pretty and her deport- 
ment, enhanced by flowing silk robes and a deep fur-trimmed turban, 
would have passed muster even in Merry England. 

“19th Novermber.—The Amban and his suite having returned 
from Kashgar, I waited on him to pay my respects. He greeted me 
moat cordially and during the interview asked mea how my venture waa 
progressing. Itold him well enough, but, not being completely sold” 
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out, I did not intend to return to India this winter. He replied that he 
would never consent to my undertaking the journey in the winter, 
and I must stil! remain as his puest. 

"Jonnary 22nd, 1882.—Winter in Yarkand is indeed dreary. 
With the fall of the leaves, every living thing sceks shelter from the 
biting blast. During the very severe weather there is a Chinoss 
order that, should any beggar or traveller aeck admittance after 
sundown, he must be admitted for the night, Any refusal entails 
the wearing of the wooden collar and, should the person mefused 
admittance die, those responsible are executed. There are same draw- 
backs to this laudable order, for an old Yarkandi of my acquaintance, 
who gave «drunken Chinaman shelter, found that 400 silver tangas 
(£20) had departed with the guest, 

* February 22nd, 1882.—I am afraid that I may shortly be ousted 
by Russian influence, though the Amban assures mo of his support 
and the Lo Shay at Kashgar has sent me a fine Badakshani horse. Still, 
Blan who ia not even recognised by his own Government has small 
chance against Russians backed by all the power and influence of 
theirs, and these Chinese have a great idea of Russian might. As far 
back aa 1837, the Governor of Yarkand told me, the Russian 
armies were within a few marches of Lahore. I have managed to pet 
& Kashmiri released from slavery and shall take him back with me. 
He cost me littl, save a silver watch to the Chinese Dalal who 
arranged the business. 

“For several days past the Yarkandis have been celebrating 
them New Year on the plain outside the city, Theres wore a great 
variety of races present, consisting of Bhote, Badakshanis, Baltis, 
Chinamen, Kashmiris, Kanjutis and Hindostanis, the latter very 
Independent ancl virile men, very different from the specimens one 
sees in the Panjab. In the end fighting took the place of dancing, 
for all got drunk and several got killed. Trade is at a standstill, 
though I am not affected, being quite sold out. 

“14th March 1882.—For the past three days I have been engaged 
in copying Captain Trotter's map of Chinese Turkistan, the Amban 
having provided me with silk paper. Communication between Leh and 
Yarkand has ceased for the past three months, the season being very 
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inclement, and Dad Mahomed Khan* had to turn back from the 
Karakoram and with him came back my letters for India. There 1s 
now a new Governor, who favours the Russians and having excused 
them all customs, the market is crowded with their goods, which sell 
at ruinous prices. I have managed to obtain some fine Ovia Poll 
head, one being 65 inches, and some snow leopards and Turkistan 
wolves, which I am taking to India with me. 

"19th June, 1882.—I have paid my farewell visit to the Amban, 
who was good encugh to forego all duty on my. ten paods of silks, 
as he hos always done on what I brought in. Yesterday I left 
Yarkand, escorted by all the Indian traders, some Chinese officials and 
Bags and Tungehues, there being in all 80 persons, who saw me as far 
aa the Yarkand River and, when they bade me farewell, bestowed on 
me a number of presents, one being a sword, another a fancy pipe, 
ete. On the journey to Shahidullah Fort, which is the Chinese 
outpost, I was treated with the utmost courtesy by all and when I 
reached there on the 8th of July I found the Kirghiz tent presented 
to me by Hatim Beg nicely pitched by an old Kirghiz lady, who has 
taken quite a fanoy to me.” 

In October, 1882, Dalgleish arrived at Lahore after visiting Simla 
to press the importance of a British Agent at Yarkand, but useleasly, 
though he received support from all the Press, which adduced his 
having led caravans backwards and forwards successfully for so many 
years as a strong argument for hia own appomtment. 

In March, 1883, he makes the first mention of any difficulty m 
getting over the Passes, though this only casually and lightly. “TI 
had some difficulty in getting over the Karakoram. My Yarkandi 
servant broke down at the Sasser Poss and I had to put him on my 
own pony and walk alongside to hold him on for some 14 marches. 
Just under the Katakoram the two head pony drivers broke down 
through hard breathing caused by the rarefied air, 18 inches of anow 
“on the and a breeze like to cut the sheepakin coat from one's 
back. Though I am against drink, I gave cach man a couple of 
stiff pegs and found the effect so wonderful that I took one myself. 
Tt was only this stimulant that got us over the Karakoram on that 
dreary January day. It is a grim pass." 

ae Later his murdarer. 
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He seems to have been quite indifferent as to tho season, crossing 
the passes at any time of the year, His next trip was in November, 
1885, with a mixed cargo, amongst which was a marble chair for the 
Amban, piecegoods, hardware and other goods, including a complete 
set of tennis gear and some footballs. His last lettera are as cheery and 
descriptive os the others : 

“September 29th, 1884.—Onee more am I settled down in comfort 
within the walls of Yarkand, enjoying the best of health and treatment 
from both Chinese and Mahomedans. The journey from Leh was 
rather trying owing to the deep soft snow still lingering, but though 
T avoided the Kardung, Karawal and Sasser Passes by following the 
toute by the Shyok, the grim Karakoram and the Suget and Killian 
Passes were still clad in white and gave us much trouble, However 
once across the Killian, the steep snow-clad mountaina of Tibet aro 
out of sight and after passing the Killian ravine the change is complete, 
gladdening the heart that leaves those howling wastes and enters the 
fertile lands of Yarkand. 

“I was received with the same warm courtesy as of old, some 
of the officials meeting me five miles out and the Amhan, who directed 
that I was to be the guest of the Government, gave a ceremonial 
dinner on & very grand aeale with auch a number of courses that I 
feared it would never end. I have seen the Imam, the Hakim Beg and 
all the Chinese officials, or they have been to see me, and I have been 
fortunate in disposing of most of my caravan, In short, the sun 
shines bright on the solitary Briton in Chinese Turkistan. But I fear 
that our trade will not long survive the Treaty of Kuldja and unless 
something is done by our government, neither I nor the many Indian 
traders who wander friendless and alone will survive against the 
Russian efforts, for we have no treaty with Chinese Turkistan and the 
power of our Joint Commissioner ends at the Karakoram., I should 
greatly like to ste a medical missionary at Yarkand, for though’ I 
usually devote half the day to trentment, my resources in skill and 
medicine are both limited. 

* November 19th, 1884.—-I intend wintering at Yarkand and 
atarting back in the spring, if nothing happens, for the Rustians are 
ever pressing forward and increasing their influence. I have just 
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attended the weekly market at Yengi Shabr, riding slowly through 
the place and enjoying the scene. One is first etruck by the boldly 
coloured robes of the women, contrasting with the ever moving sea of 
white turbans of the men. The gait and deportment of all is quite 
European, whilst the long loose robes of the women and their conical 
flowered caps, which cover o mass of escaping black hair, contrasting 
with their rosy complexions, are quite pleasing. The salutation of the 
men and the low courteey of the women to passing friends remind one 
strongly of home customs. 

Ffere are to be seen the weekly labours of the poor nicely 
displayed for sale. The women with thread spun from the spindle and 
embroidered needlework of all kinds, the tailor, the hootmaker, the 
weaver and thehatter, with all their varied wares set out to advantage, 
the country people, aside by themselves, busy selling the fruits of them 
labour and making now purchases with the proceeds, the wandermg 
jeweller selling old and new ornaments, the travelling baker edging 
his way through the crowd with his yard-long loaves, the dealers in 
silks and gold thread, and that very life of the markets, the Dalal (tout) 
plying his persuasive trade. It is a charming scene, a8 pleasmg as 
picturesque, for, as the solitary Englishman passes along, no rudeness, 
nor incivility, no scowls, nor angry taunts greet him. On the contrary 
their usually passive faces are wreathed in smiles as the whisper of 
‘the Feringi Sahib’ passes along.” 

Dalgleish’s apprehensions of Russian intrigue were well enough 
founded, for in March, 1885, he was ordered to quit Yarkand at once 
and return to India. On this occasion Dad Mahomed, who ran a carry- 
ing business between Yarkand and Leh, proved very useful, for he 
lent his ponies to Dalgleish free of charge save for their food. Fortu- 
nately on arrival at Leh, Dalgleish found there Mr. Carey of the Civil 
Service, an old friend and o great traveller, who mduocd him to 
adcormpany him on an extensive journey right into Tibet and thence 
around Chinese Turkistan. This lasted until May, 1887, by which 
time matters at Yarkand were again favourable enough to justify 

In November, 1887, he left Lahore for Leh with o caravan and 
left Leh at the end of February with thirteen ponies, accompanied 
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by some Yarkandi Hajis returning from Mecoa, a few Addijanis and 
a Mahomedan fakir from Rawalpindi. A few marches thia side of the 
Karakoram he was overtaken by Dad Mahomed travelling empty to 
Yarkand, and received him most cordially, a greeting returned in the 
game manner. He distributed some of his loads on Dad Mahomed's 
ponies, making him his personal guest for the remainder of the journey. 

They proceeded in the utmost apparent amity until the evening 
of the day the Karakoram was crossed. That evening Dad Mahomed 
came to the tent of Dalgleish after the tenta had been pitched as usual, 
but declined the proffered cup of tea, which was the first indication of 
anything wrong. He then went to his own tent, where ten minutes 
later Dalgleish, who had put on a thick coat, followed him. What 
now happened no one knew, for the men were alone; but according 
to the servants, almost immediately two pistol shots rang out and they 
heard Dalgleish expostulating with Dad Mahomed as they ran up. 
After a short silence Dad Mahomed rushed from the tent with a drawn 
aword in his hand and furiously attacked the unarmed servanta, who 
fled for their lives. Luckily for them he stumbled over a tent rope, 
piving the men an opportunity of taking shelter with the Hajia, whose 


entreaties anved their lives. Dad Mahomed then went to Dalgleish’s 


tent and ordered tea, first directing that the murdered man’s dog, 
which waa lying on his bed, should be taken to his dead master's 
hiwd and strangled, which was done. 

During the night his own men and the fakir, who had taken 
Dalgleish's gun and sword, kept watch over the servants, warning 
them that, if they moved from the numdah on which thoy were seated, 
they would be out down. Indeed it would seem that, bearing in mind 
the long and intimate friendship of the two men until this time and 
that this was the only time that Dad Mahomed had ever called his old 
friend o “ kaffir,” the fakir may have raised a fit of fanaticism induc- 
ing the murder. However, the next day Dad Mahomed took posses- 
gion of all the dead man’s goods and left the camp with the servants, 
leaving the body lying where it fell. 

Two marches further on he cut off the pigtails of the Bhota and 
eropped the beards of the Mahomedana, after which he dismissed 
them with a defiant message to the Wazir of Leh, to the effect that 
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any pursuit would be useless, for in a few days he would be “ Lord of 
the Jungle” (far in the wilds). The next day he also left the camp, 
leaving there all the goods and ponies of the murdered man, save o 
fow cups and saucers, and made his own way to Afghanistan, where 
he jomed the army of Ishak Khan, a rebel against the Amir 
Abdurrahman Ehan of Afghanistan. 

Meanwhile. the servants hastened back to the camp, where they 
found the bedy untouched and, on examining it found the right 
shoulder broken by a bullet, another shot having been turned by a coat 
button, the left hand nearly cut off and 1 great gash on the back of the 
neok apparently inflicted after the victim had ‘allen on his face. They 
placed the remains in a sack and left for Leh, which they reached on the 
27th of April, 1888, and there made the body over to the Wazir, who 
on « farther examination found a aum of Ra. 5,200 in the money-belt. 
The body was buried by tho Reverend Redslote, a Moravian 
missionary, who was himself buried there two years later. 

A party of soldiers was sent out in search of the murderer, against 
whom the whole country was raised by a reward of Ra. 500 dead or 
alive. But he was gone too far by the time the soldiers had crossed 
the Karakoram, though they recovered and brought back the abandoned 
goods, A week after their departure, M. Dauvergne,.a French gentle- 
man who had made Kashmir his travelling headquarters for some 22 
years and was a great friend of the dead man, arrived at the camping 
ground of Yakasham and found the bloodstains where the body had 
lain, with a scarf frozen to them which he recognised as one he had 
seen with Dalgleish. Having quickly decided to raise a memorial, 
he placed his stick upright and built «small cairn around it, tying the 
bloodstained searf to the top of the stick. 

In June, 1888, he was at Lahore to send home his collections and 
travel diaries, and whilst there had this tablet cut and inscribed, the 
cost being defrayed by small subscriptions amongst the personal 
friends of the dead man. He afterwards placed over the grave at Leh 
another tablet, paid for by himself, Major Cumberland and Lieut. 
Bower. In June, 1889, he left for the Karakoram from Leh in company 
with Major Cumberland and Lieut. Bower, the former being his 
travelling companion in a prolonged. tour round all the Pamiurs and the 
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latter intent only on the pursuit of Dad Mahomed. After muck 
travel on wrong scents, Lient. Bower realised the impossibility of a 
European finding an Afghan in these countries. and applied to the 
Wazir of Leh for native assistance, which was supplied in the person 
of one Shams-ul-Din, an Afghan following the same occupation as Dad 
Mahomed had done. 

At Kashgar this man found Lieut. Bower, who supplied him 
with passports and letters to the Amir of Afghanistan, the Amir of 
Bokhara and other Khanates where Dad Mahomed might be found, 
a pony, and Rs, 250 in cash, The story of the purauit is a veritable 
epic, ranging through Afghanistan, Bokhara, Balkh and part of 
Khorassan, up to Samarkhand, where Shams-ul-Din found his man, 
who had fled there with the remains of the Army of Amir Ishak Khan, 
when the latter was defeated by Abdurrahman. Having gained his 
confidence by pretending that he was the bearer of a letter and parcel 
of coin from the brother of Dad Mahomed at Yarkand, Shams-nd-Din 
induced his quarry to remain ina shop in the bazar whilet he returned 
to his lodgings to fetch the parcel, But instead he went to the Russian 
Court and the native Governor of Samarkhond, from whom he obtained 
permission for the arrest and a Russian official and two Mahomedan 
acpoys, With which to «fleet it, 

Returning to the bazar he left the others a short distance away, 
poing up to the unsuspecting Dad Mahomed alone and, 28 the latter 
held out his hand for tho oxpected parcel, Shams-wd-Din seizedd both 
hands and shouted for the othera who put Dal Mahomed in irons 
and took him to the Court. A plea of mistaken identity having failed, 
Dad Mahomed was pat in jail to await extradition proceedings. As 
these were conducted from London and St. Petersburg, they were very 
long clrawn out and in the end unnecessary, for Dad Mahomed hanged 
himaclf with his own turban two months after his arrest. Shame-uid- 
Din received a reward of Rs. 3,500 in all and the command of the body- 
guard of the Wazir of Leh. 

The death of Andrew Dalgleish was also the end of the project 
to which he had devoted his life. The memorial still stands at the foot 
of the Karakoram and keeps his memory green, as M. Daovergne 
prophesied, for the Yarkandis and Ladakhis accord it the same tribute 
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of respect as they do that of the Spirit of the Pass. Maybe the spirit 
of Andrew Dalgleish returns from Valhalla to hover over the scenes 
he knew so well and to dwell unseen amongst the descendants of the 
men he knew and loved, and who loved and respected him. 


Note —Imigieiah’s letters, from which passages hare been quoted in this 
article, wore pablisked in‘ The Civil and Military Gazette,” Lahore, on rune y, 
188%: 10th November, 1482; llth March, Mea; ith November, IS84. An 
aegount of tho murder of Thalgleish ond of the pursuit, capture anil doath of the 
mordercr, xadl Mohummad Khan, was published in the samo mowapaper on 2nd 
and 20th Jnly, 1800. ‘Tho provieloo of w memorial to Dalgloish is described in the 


istee of Oth September, LES, 
C. GREY. 
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EDITORIAL 








The present issue of the Journal is in a special sense historical. 
It includes a report of the Silver Jubilee Meeting of the Historical 
Society, which was held in Hailey Hall, Panjab University, on 16th 
December, 1935, in the preaence of His Excellency, the Governor of 
the Panjab, who in its Patron. 

Tho Society has led a double life during the past four years. 
Founded in 1910, the Panjub Historical Society, after a period of 
about twelve years of notablo activity, foll into gradual decadence, 
until it was reluctantly decided at the end of 1951 to dissolve it. 
Meanwhile, a University Chair of History had been established at the 
end of 1930. A conference between the President of the Society, the 
Honourable Mr. Justico F. W. Skemp, 1.C.8., and the University 
Professor of History led to the proposal to establish a University 
Historical Sooiety, which should absorb and continue the work of 
the older Society. 

The Panjab Historical Society was liquidated and the University 
Historical Society waa formed at the same meeting, over which Mr. 
Justice Skemp presided, in January, 1932. The members and funds 
of the older Society were transferred tothe new Society, so that the 
transformation was largely nominal. Moreover, several of the 
foundation memberd of the old Society passed into the new Bociety. 
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Thoy included Sir Edward Maclagan, Sir J. P. Thompson, Dr. A. C. 
Woolner and Raja Hari Kishen Kaul, who had been respectively 
President, Vice-President, Secretary and Treasurer of the Society at 
its foundation in 1910; as well as Rai Bahadur Pandit Sheo Narain 
and Dr. J. P. Vogel. 

It may be asked why in these circumstances even o nominal 
change was made; for it might appear that the moribund Society 
conld be revivified without interrupting ita tradition, The answer 
is that the change waa more than merely nominal. The Society 
became closely associated with the University Department of History, 
which assumed responsibility for ita reorganisation and maimtenance ; 
the University provided it with quarters and a secretariat; and 
particularly the University, through the agency of the Vice-Chancellor, 
Dr, Woolner, from that time has contributed an annual donation to 
its revenue, which has been essential to the continuation of its 
functions, The most permanently valuable of those functions is the 
publication of its Journal, a fairly expensive undertaking, which would 
he impossible without such financial help. But a scrutiny of ite 
membership will show that the Society haa continued as a provincial 
and not merely a University body. In the four years since its ronais- 
sance membership has grown from about 12 to 100, of whom only 
about one half are otherwise associated with the University. 

Tt must be confessed, however, that the maintenance of its 
proper function asa learned society has depended upon the continuous 
efforts of a very small band, whose depletion, even by an individual, 
is a serious losa, not easily replaced. To obtain contributions not 
entirely unworthy of the tradition of the old Society is a constant 
and anxious task, which grows no lighter ench year, though we 
continue to hope that sufficient recruits to historical reasearch will be 
found to encourage us to contemplate with optimism the future 
celebration of the Golden Jubilee of the Bocisty. 

It has suffered a deplorable loss hy the death of Dr. A.C. Woolner, 
whowe last publicappearances were made (though we did not remotely 
contemplate the fact) at the functions which were held to ctlebrate 
its Silver Jubilee. Ho was not only the prime mover in its foundation 
and for many years its most active member, but also, since ita trang- 
formation, its most beneficent sponsor. 
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The Society is about to lose also the active support of another 
valuable member, Liout.-Colonel Garrett, Principal and Professor 
of History of Government College, Lahore, who has been on its 
atrength during 23 of its 25 years’ oxistonce. But in this caso wo 
hope to receive many further contributions to its Journal, the fruit 
of his retired leisure, 

We believe that the state of a Historical Society is one of the 
olearest criteria of the cultural condition of a people. The judicious 
examination of its past creates a consciousness of its character and 
assista more than any other process to impart the momentum of 
tradition to the solution of its present problems and the definition of 
ita future path. The study of a people's history is, in short, 
the most powerful shaping foree in the education of ita youth. 
India needs to place in the hands of ita youth histories of 
their country which shall inculcate an accurate and temperate 
record of its past in order to enable them to adjust themselves 
intelligently to the rapidly growing reaponaibility of their present 
and future political and social tasks. Upon the strength of that 
consciousness the future of this Society dependa. We cannot but 
feel that the educated and patriotic citizens of the Panjab will 
increasingly respond to our purpose and assist our humble attempt to 
contrihute to it. 

As this number ia at the point of publication we have learned of 
another historic event which has arrested the attention of the world, 
namely, the death of the King-Emperor, George V. We are conscious 
of the loss of a great personal influence for good in the British 
Commonwealth of Nations, in which his reign has witnessed the 
gradual accession of the Indian people to a new status. It ia almost 
impossible to imagine a person whose passing will be more universally 
or sincerely mourned, for the British people believe that he has 
personified whatever national virtues they possess, His interest in 
his Indian subjects was carnest and profound and has been approciated 
by them in a manner which must deoply impress his successor. Our 
natural dejection is somewhat relieved by our realisation that his son, 
the King-Emperor Edward VIII, is entirely worthy of his great 
heritage and as competent to bear its high responsibility. 


Report of the Silver Jubilee Meeting of the Sociely, held on 
Monday, 16th December, 1935, at 6-15 p.m., in Hailey Hall, Panjab 
University, Lahore, the Patron, His Excellency Sir H. W. Emerson, 
K.C.5.L, €.LE., €.B.E., LC.S., presiding. 

ADDRESS BY Mz. J. F. BRUCE, M. A., PRESIDENT: 


Your Excenzency, Lanes anD GENTLEMEN : 

This, the second mecting of the Society in its present session, is 
unuaual in threa respects: (i) your presence, Sir,as Patron; (1) the 
distinction rather than the largenesa of this audience—for I can 
record several recent meetings from which the dilatory were excluded 
because of lack of sitting and standing space im this hall; (ai) the 
formal commemoration this evening of the Society's survival for o 
quarter of a century. 

There are patent advantages in such a commemorative occasion 
asthis. It evokes the poriodic incarnation of our Patron ; it heartons 
us with the reflection that we are boginning to acquire the respectability 
of ago, that our Society may become historic, as well ns historical ; 
it drawa to tho attention of a notable audience the existence and 
purposes of the Society and no doubt impels all the public spirited 
and thoughtful among them forthwith to enrol themselves ! 

The Society has already experienced one avatar, but its soul 
goes marching on. It originated in a private meeting of three men 
in 1910, One of those three, Sir J. FP. Thompson, died very recently, 
to our deep regret, having fulfilled a career of high public service and 
keen devotion to culture and sound learning in India. The second, 
Dr. J. P. Vogel, has since been retranslated into the Dutch and now 
adorns the Chair of Sanskrit in the great University of Leyden. But 
the third, who was its prime mover, Dr. A. C. Woolner, is present 
this evening. You see him now wistfully comparing this youth 
with the infant he awaddled, pondering gravely upon its future. 

The first formal meeting of the Society was held in the Old Senate 
Hall yonder on 27th December, 1910, in the presence of His Honour 
Sir Louia Dane, Lieutenant-Governor of the Panjab. Tho three 
apostles quickly gathered about them an admirable coterie of scholars, 
including Sit Edward Maclagan, who was the first President, Sir 
Abdul Qadir, Sir John Maynard, Sir Aurel Stein, Raja Hari Kishen 
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Kaul, Rai Bahadur Pandit Shea Narain, Dr. H. D. Griswold, 
Dr, J. Hutchison, Mr. R. B. Whitehead, Mr, T. Graham Bailey and 
others, nearly all of whom, like our Vice-Chancellor, vigorously 
survive—auch is the healthful influence of a zealous study of 
history! I need not remind many members of this audience of the 
contribution which these men have made and are making to the 
culture of India. 

The transactions of the Panjab Historical Socicty, to which His 
Execllency himself has contributed, were published in ite Journal, 
the numbers of which have gained currency and respect widely 
beyond India. The Honorary Seerctary continues to reecive, often 
from remote distances, requests for complete sets or individual 
numbers of the old Journal, and I am always conscious of the fine 
standard of scholarship which it has set before us who try to 
maintain its tradition. 

But the pristine zeal of the old Society could not be constantly 
maintained. The World War relaxed interest in ita modest pursuit 
of one of the high ends of peaco, and its later life was the thin 
existence of an ever paler ghost of ita former eclf. It became, as it 
wore, a yooi which periodically retired within itself for long periods 
of transcendent meditation, while ita body slowly withered. Indeed, 
in 1925 it stems to have entered upon a samadhi which lasted for four 
years. Despite the efforts of its last President, the Honourable 
Mr. Justice F. W. Skemp, it was feared by the end of 1931 that it 
would finally perish of inanition. 

In January, 1932, ata mecting which contrined three membera— 
a sombre reminiscence of the three apostles of 1910—Mr. Skemp 
sadly announced its dissolution, but also more hopefully the simul- 
tancous transmigration of its spirit and ita muoterial clemente— 
particularly its funds—to the new born Panjab University 
Historical Society. At that moment the old Bocicty had about 
twelve active members, The now Society now has 100 members. 
In the twonty-one years from 1911 to 1991 the old Society published 
twenty-one numbers of its Journal, In the four years sinca January, 
1932, the reorganised Society haa published seven numbers, while the 
eighth is now in preas, The membership has steadily increased and 
we hopo that, with the encouragement of Your Excellency and of 
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interested membors of this audience, the Society will enter the second 
quarter of a contury of its life well over ons hundred strong. We hope 
upon our present financial basia quickly to increase our numbers to 
at lenst 150 subseribing members—a strength which will enable us to 
undertake certain projects, of which I shall speak presently. 


We can review the progress of the reorganised Society with 
milerate satisfaction, Whatever success we have had is due m no 
small degree to the Vice-Chancellor, who has not forgotten his 
nurscling, but has contributed to its support from University 
funds at his disposal as liberally as the lean years would allow. But 
wo must confess to one notable aspect of inferiority to the old 
Society, namely, the less active and prolific quality of our member- 
ship. This is not to cavil at attendance at our mectings, At the 
first meeting of the present session, held on 27th October, this hall 
somehow contained 250 persons, while nearly 100 more failed to gun 
admission. The majority of that audionce consisted of non-members ; 
but we gladly receive the stranger within our gate. Our principal 
defect lies in the quantity and particularly in the quality of our 
transactions, which depend upon the genuine scholarly activity of 
members. In the last resort a long roll of members, a sound 
financin! condition and the periodic attendance of large and 
interested audiences weigh light against a record of really scholarly 
offerings to the current volume of history, We welcome the new 
member; but we fervently embraco the active and competent 
scholar. For that reagon we are very grateful to Mr. Ogilvie, who 
has somehow snatched time from assisting in the preparation of the 
annual provincial budget to address us this evening. 

A glance at our roll of members will show that we derive much 
of our support from members of the High Court and of the various 
Government services and that Europeans are conspicuous among 
them. ‘This is a clear indication of their real interest in an attempt 
to develop Indian historical culture. Itis a matter for regret, it ia true, 
that on account of the ever-increasing concentration of their energy 
upon the heavy task of a complex administration, which is their 
primary duty, these gentlemen can nowadays seldom find leisure for 
the active cultivation of those interests which are the legacy of 
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their education. The segregation of many of the best minds in India 
within the administrative services is possibly one of the chief causes 
of the comparative deficioncy of the modern development of its 
culture. 

An even more regrettable fact, which may be accounted for in the 
same way, is the fewness of the educated Indians not so employed, 
who take a genuine, active interest in the purposes of societies such 
this, We hope that this occasion will stimulate their interest. 

I spoke carlior of our projects. Tho first of these is to acquire 
a local habitation—a room which can be used ag a library, at present 
housed in almirahs on a verandah outside my office. I know that 
Dr, Woolner will help us in this respect when he can. [ envisage an 
historical library which will become an asset to the culture of this 
province, 

In the next place I hope that it may become possible to publish 
a series of monographs, which commercial presses cannot undertake, 
This is a regular function of Historical Societies elaewhere, and will 
depend upon the provision of funds, An annual eubvention from 
Government would seem appropriate. 

I hope also that a strong Panjab Historical Society may take a 
lead in establishing an Indinn Historical Association, which this 
great and ancient country should maintain. 

The Vice-Chancellor and the Vice-President, Mr. Garrett, will 
address you on other aspects of the Society and I hope that after 
Mr. Ogilvie’s addiess His Excellency will also honour us with a 
speech on this occasion which his presence has made notable. 

We greatly regret the vary recent death of an eminent member of 
this Society, His Highness the Raja of Chamba, ont of whose Inst 
acts must have been to send a liberal donation to our Jubilee Fund. 

Qne last word. My duties as President during the past four 
years have been greatly lightened by the zeal of the Honorary 


-Becretary, Mr, R. R. Sethi, and during the past two years by the 


efficiency of the Honorary Treasurer, Mr. Ishwar Das, Registrar of 
the University. 
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ADDRESS BY De. A.C. WOOLNER, 0.1. E., M. A,, 
D. Lirr., VICE-CHANCELLOR.* 

A Jubilee of this Society, even a Silver Jubilee, makes me feel 
historical, not to say prehistoric, The President has sketched the 
history of the Society as known to him from the published documents, 
that is from back nombera of the Journal. That account could be 
expanded somewhat by reference to the manuscript records of meetings 
which were not published. 

To recover the whole inner history would be more difficult. I 
doubt if all tho early correspondence has been preserved with 
meticulous care, With so many crowding interests the first members 
of the Society may find it far from easy to disentangle their memories 
of the Panjab Historical Society from those of other activities. 

Perhaps I may say something of the circumstances under which 
the Society was founded in 1910, and then allude to the struggles to 
ketp the institution alive after 1923 up to its second incarnation as 
a University Society, 

In the summer of 1910, the late Sir John Perronet Thompson, 
then a judicial officer in Delhi, went to Simla for his summer recess. 
One morning he called on Dr. J. Ph. Vogel, who was officiating 
Director-General of Archmology, at his office in Benmore. 
Mr. Thompson, as he was then, commonly known as “J. P.,"" had 
heen working on the history of the old streets in Delhi and was 
seeking further information. 

De. Vogel waa delighted to make the acquaintance of such an 
earnest and methodical student of local history and was etruck by the 
fact that during a number of years in the Panjab he hod never 
happened to meet Thompeon or to hear anything of the work he was 
doing. There ought, he thought, to be some organisation to link up 
such workers, of whom he hoped to discover more, with cach other, 


with the official archmologists and with history teachers in the | 


Universities. After talking this over, the three of us, Thompson, 
Vogel and myself, met one night at Corstorphan's Hotel and drafted 
the first Rules of the Panjab Historical Society, It was agreed to 
ask Sir Edward Maclagan to be tho first president. 

* This was Dr. Woolner's last pablic utterance.— Editor. | 
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This was probably in September. After my return to Lahore, 
but before the Panjab Government had moved down, a meeting was 
held in Benmore at which it was formally resolved to form the Society. 
The rules wore adopted and officers were elocted as follows : 


FPreaident .» Lhe Hon'ble Mr. E. D. Maclagan, 
Vice-President .. Mr. J. P. Thompaon, 

Secretary "J. Mr. A. C. Woolnor, 

Trenaurer .. Rai Bahadur Pandit Hari Kishon Kaul. 


The procecdings of this meeting have not been recorded in the 
Journal, 

During the autumn members were enrolled and His Honour Sir 
Louis Dane consented to become the first Patron of the Socicty. 

The first meeting of the newly formed Society was the Annual 
Mecting of 1910, This was held in the Old Senate Hall on the 27th 
December. In the absence of the President Mr. J. P. Thompson 
read the President's address. You may find that address in the first 
six pages of the first number of the Journal and it is atill very well 
worth reading. 

Sir Edward Maclapan remained President till he became Licutonant- 
Governor of the Province, but he could only preside at meetings in 
Simla, which in early years formed an important part of the Society's 
activities. The management of the Society's affairs was in the hands 
of Thompson and myself, subject to the decisions of the Council, 
which usually met only once a year. The Rules wore changed 50 as 
to put all the power in the hands of the Council, which nominated 
new members, 

Tn the course of time the Society was to experience ebb tides, 

The firat blow was the foundation of the Historical Society of the 
United Provinces, 

The War on the whole did not affect us much at the time, Much 
more serious were the Reforms which turned mon's thoughts to the 
present and futuce of India, so that less interest was felt in the past. 
A still greater catastrophe in its immediate results was the failure of 
the Alliances Bank of Simla, which awept away a substantial reserve 
and checked the publication of the Journal. No Journal meant 
fewer members and a further reduction of income. We gave up 
the old format, insisted on by Vogel, and adopted ao cheaper one. 
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From this time our difficulties were very real—lack of members, 
lack of funds, lack of papers worth printing and, worst of all, a lack 
of enthusiasm. 

Even Rai Bahadur Sheo Narain, a most constant contributor, 
speaker and supporter, despaired of ita future, Still some of us felt 
the need of such a society would be realised later on and obstinately 
refused to let it die. It is a source of satisfaction to ua that the 
Society has survived, if in a rather different form, that it is fulfilling 
a useful function, and that in its more definite association with the 
University we can sce a better hope of its survival in the future. I 
am very glad that the University Professor of History hos taken 
the Society under the wing of his Department. At the same time, I 
hope it will continue to be something more than a University Society 
and that it will serve, as was originally intended, as an association of 
all those who are really interested in history, especially local history, 
* throughout the University orca, 
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ADDRESS BY Lr.-Cor. H. L. 0. GARRETT, M.A., LE.8., 
“VICE-PRESIDENT. 

I suppose my main claim to speak on the occasion of the Bilver 
Jubilee of our Society lies in Anno Domini, as I have boon a member 
of the two Societies for 23 years and have, at different times, beon 
Treasurer, Secretary, President and Vice-President. 

Asa member of the old Society, one cannot but fool some regret 
at its disappearance, There were giants among our contributors of 
those earlier days, and one thinks to-night of historical scholars 
whose papers appeared in the pages of the old journal—Sir Edward 
Maclagan, Sir Aurel Stein, Dr. Vogel, Dr. Hutcheson, our present 
Vice-Chancellor and, last but not least, His Excellency, our Chairman 
of to-night, all of whom are still happily with us, while others like 
that very loyal member, Sir John Thompson, have pnsaed on, The 
standard of those early days was high and the Journal exceptionally 
well produced—too expensively produced, indeed, for the dwindling 
membership, 

With the incorporation of the old Society with the new 
University Society another era has commenced, an ora which seems 
to promise to be a succesaful onein every way. Ithink I may 
claim a certain amount of responsibility for this. The reorganization 
and rearrangement of the papers in the Record Office in the Civil 
Secretariat, which I have carried on aa Keoper of the Records during 
the Inst 18 years, hos enabled a younger generation of scholara 
to make fuller use of the records of the province and to conduct 
researches into our local history which were not before possible. 
There is much material available in the Record Office for future 
research, and I have every hope that the Society will be able #0 to 
utilize it as to make ita Journal o real contribution to our knowledge 
of local history. 


1X) 
ADDRESS BY HIS EXCELLENCY, SIR HERBERT WILLIAM 

EMERSON, E.C.8.1, C.1E., C.B.E., 10.8. GOVERNOR 

OF THE PANJAB, PATRON®: 

Professor Bruce has suggested, as ont of the possible reasons for 
the tempered success which attends the efforta of societies such as 
this, the fact that officers of Government are go prececupied with the 
taske of administration that they become sogrogated from the general 
community in ita other aspects, I think that he may have introduced 
that sentence after he had learned from my Secretary that I intonded 
not to make a speech this evening, but meroly to express an apprecia- 
tion of the other apeeches and specially of the very mtereating 
discourse by Mr. Ogilvie on early kingship in Britain, which has 
obviously involved much research. Mr. Ogilvie’s discourse has 
inspired me to add some remarks of my own, suggesting parallels to 
his aubject which exist in Indin. Although I cannot rival Dr. 
Woolner’s claim to. almost prehistoric distinction, I recall that the 
last occasion on which I attended a meeting of this Society, many 
years ago, I came as a victim, to give o prepared addross. This 
evening I have come unprepared, because of lack of time. 

I would suggest to teachers and students of Indian history thot 
they might draw many interesting analogies batween the characteristics 
of early kingship in Britain and elsewhere and conditions of kingship 
which atill survive in the Panjab. Mr. Ogilvie for example referred 
to the early king's claim to certain attributes of divinity. Various 
thoories have been advanced, as by Frazer, to explain the origin and 
motive of such aclaim. A primitive king needed to be a man of 
great vigour and often supplomented his natural vigour, which would 
inevitably decline with years, by a claim to divine sanctions. I have 
encountered parallels in tho Panjab hill states, which suggest that 
originally the enfecbled king was finally sacrificed as a god and 
replaced by a more vigorous momber of the royal stock. I once 
witnessed an interesting survival of this superstition in 1 Himalayan 
state, which occupies a beautiful valley at a height of 9,000 to 10,000 
feet, with a background of mountains 21,000 feet high. Tho raja 
was approaching his capital in a palanquin. Ata certain point he 
descended, exchanged his royal robes for the simple garments of 

* Extempore, | : 
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another man and mingled with the crowd, proceeding to his place 
afoot. Meanwhile the other, clad in the royal robes, entered the 
palanquin and was ceremoniously escorted to the capital. This man 
was a puppet king, who was symbolically sacrificed on behalf of the 
raja, dedicated to the gods. It wasin facta sign of the sanctity of the 
king a8 the head of the religion of his people. 

In Kulu T witnessed a similar illustration of the belief in the 
divine sanction of the king. His subjects considered themselves 
unjustly oppressed and that the raja was therefore inspired by evil 
attendants, who frustrated his will, They refused service to theae 
evil ones, betook themselves to the forest, eut down trees and buricd 
a large piece of salt, grieving at the. influence of the raja's evil 
ministers, imploring the gods for their removal and so securing a 
change of ministry and policy by an appeal to the ruler's tutelar gods, 
whore agent he was. 

T have found many similar instances, which T have no time this 
evening to relate, showing the survival in present doy Indian hill 
states of several of the characteristics of primitive English kingship, 
which Mr. Ogilvie has so learnedly explained. Such lectures are 
very valuable. 

I have great pleasure in learning that the Historical Socicty is 
again flourishing and I presume that it will continue to flourish. I 
wish to add to the names of the members who have been mentioned 
by previous speakers those of Professor Bruce, Dr. Woolner and 
Mr. Garrett, who as Keeper of the Panjab Government Records has 
furnished students with a great deal of valuable historical material. 
I hope that historical students will be inspired by these efforta to 
pursue research and contribute to the aims of this useful Society, to 
which I wish every success, 
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SOME ASPECTS OF EARLY ENGLISH KINGSHIP 
(Address delivered on 10th December 1935. ] 

The 25th anniversary of the Panjab Historical Society has fallen 
in the jubilee year. For this reason alone the subject of this paper 
seems appropriate. The province is also about to receive a new 
constitution based largely upon the product of English political 
experience, and thers is no doubt thot the key to the comprehension 
of English constitutional development lies in the understanding af 
medieval kingship. It may therefore be of interest to consider 
hriely some aspecta of the great institution from which the whole 
of our constitutional and administrative machinory is derived. Tho 
science of politics according to Lord Acton ia the one acience that is 
deposited by the stream of history like grains of gold (or possibly 
of iron pyrites) in the sand of a river, and knowledge of the pnst is 
o power which may be used in the making of the future. ‘* Politics,” 
said Bir John Seeley, “are vulgar when they are not liberalised by 
history, and history fades into mere literature whon it loses sight of 
its relation to practical politics.” The results of such failures are 
in fact frequently still more deplorable. Thoro is no great harm 
in vulgarity and normally none in literature, but the lie in the soul 
ia to be avoided. Ignorance of origins may often be of minor 
importance, but the postulation of false origina commonly serves to 
lond strength to bad arguments and consecration to follies and abuses. 
In the 19th century it was an article of faith that we owe what we 
call our libertics to the truce democratic spirit of the Anglo-Saxon 
race, which, after purged of all corruption by the fire of the 
Norman Conquest, was in duc course permitted by the English 
Justinian to blossom forth into its typical manifestation, parliamentary 
institutions. Historically there is nothing to be said for such a 
belief, We owe the fact that we have for long been governed not 
by one but by many, not to the alleged freedom-loving instincts of 
the Saxon peasantry, but to the struggles of our Kings with their 
turbulent aristocracy. Much too much stress has been laid on the 
Germanic origin of our constitution, and especially of Parliament. 
Tho institution, like the word, owes nothing to the Anglo-Saxon 
past. The ancestors of Parliament are the Curia and the Household 
of the Norman Kings, and our administrative institutions owe their 
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existence to the fact that the increased effectiveness of the monarchy, 
which resulted from the Conquest, necessitated the diffusion of royal 
power over Departments of State. The Norman monarchy on the 
other hand owed much to its predecessor. Bo much by way of 
introductory justification. There is little or nothing that is original 
in what is to follow. Much of what I am going to say has somewhere 
or other appeared in print, and my debt to the late Professor Tout, 
Mr. A. J. Garlyle, Mr. Hockart, Mr. McIlwaine, Mr. Ruasell, Mr. 
Conway Davies and Mr. M. Bloch will be mufficiently obvious, 

I propose in this paper to examine briefly the nature and theory 
of medimval English kingship, and to try to show what were its 
advantages and what its limitations in its long conflict with ita only 
rival, the Norman aristocracy, 

In the remote hill states of the Himalayas the local gods, though 
endowed with power to control the manifestations of nature, are 
entitled to be worshipped only so long as they continue satisfactorily 
to safeguard the interests of their devotees, If disease is prevalent, 
or harvests continue to be bad, the worshippers, or at least the 
elders among them, are justified in taking such action against the god 
as may bring him to a proper sense of his responsibilities, and in the 
evont of failure even to renounce their allogiance and choose another 
deity. The position of the Himalayan daity of to-day affords a close 
parallel to that of the mediwval European monarch, Sacred or 
semi-sacred though he was, his power, as will be shown in detail later, 
waa never absolute, The idea of the sovereign whose will is law was 
entirely alien to modimval ways of thinking, and reappeared only at 
tho Renaissance with the renewed study of Roman jurisprudence, 
The sanctity of the king was always great, but in the beginnings of 
history it secmea that his political power was weak, and anthropological 
research has shown that the primitive king was often a medicine 
man. A certain fomily was believed to possess supernatural powers, 
perhaps to be able to control the elements, and at any rate to judge 
of auspicious moments and guarantee good luck, A member of it 
was chosen as king, who was not #0 much the lender and judge among 
his people in peace and war as a puppet or mascot responsible for 
success in tribal undertakings. The attainment of temporal supremacy 
by a being possessed of spiritual power was a natural development 
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and a mastet king of intelligence and energy, who used hia oppor- 
tunities to the beat advantage, would inevitably tend to ontetrip all 
competitors for the day-to-day exerciae of authority. 

The working out of these ideas is clearly to be seen in the 
history of Toutonio kingship. The primitive tribes of interior 
Germany, whence in due course emerged the barbarian invaders of 
England, chose, according to Tacitus, their kings for their birth, 
their generals for their courage. But the magic power of royalty 
must frequently have been combined with the quality of leadership, 
and then the mageot king might become an offective rmoler and 
governor. Cosar aays that ordinarily the chiefs of the German 
olans wore the guides and leaders of society, but that in the event of 
war, the need for a central authority was felt and the chieftains would 
then temporarily unite under the orders of a single leader. If they 
had a sacred king, who was also a man of hia hands, it seema certain 
that they would have chosen him. A successful war would naturally 
tend to consolidate the position of the god or priest king, and the 
enlarging of the state by conquest would mean that there would 
always be work to be done by a central authority. Conquest also 
tended gradually to lower the status of the mass of the conquerors, 
a8 in time they merged ingensibly with the conquered among whom 
they dwelt. This proceas can be observed in the history of the Saxon 
and Danish invasions of England. Voltaire was almost certainly 
wrong, at least.asfaras Teutonic monarchy was concerned, when he 
asserted that war made kings and that the firat king was merely a 
successful soldier. He would have been nearer the truth if he had 
eaid that war gave kings political powor. 

The German king did not lose his sacred character by becoming 
a tamporal ruler. The divinity that doth hedge a King always 
remained and seams to have heen recognised in all the States of 
medimval Europe which wore evolved out of the welter of barbarian 
invasion in which the Roman Empire passed away. Some traces 
of Roman and even of Greck and Eastern ideas on the divinity of 
kingship probably survived the cataclysm and were added by the 
barbarians to their own Teutonic notions, The State religion of 
the Empire, with which many of the barbarian tribes muat have 
bean perfectly familiar, waa worship of the Emperor. The new 
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kings of the west started life then in an atmosphere of semi-religious 
veneration, due in the main to ancestral Gorman ideas of the sanctity 
of the blood royal, but also in part to exhalations from the debria 
of classical civilisation. The coming of Christianity was the third 
factor in the development of tho sacrosanct character of kingship. 
At first sight it might seem unlikely that the Church, comparatively 
fresh from ita victory over paganiam and ¢mperor-worship, would 
recognise any pretension to divinity on the part of the barbarian 
princes. But it waa clear that the idea could be made to subserve 
the mission of the Church for the betterment and uplifting of mankind, 
Society was eruel, barbarous and uniliseiplined, and the bonda which 
hold it together were few and slender, If anarchy supervenod, the 
condition of the mass of men was one of hopeless misery. The 
Church alone stood for civilization, Whatever we may think of the 
tendency of the early Church occasionally to put theology before 
conduct, it can hardly be gaingnid that in the affaira of this world 
tt never trusted to visionary ideals, but always endeavoured to support 
any practical and concrete power which could be used to furthor 
the peaco and happiness of man, In tho carly middle age the need 
for strong kingship was obvious so long aa the king could be brought 
even dimly to realize his responsibilities and the Church did not 
think of lessening his power by depriving him of his sacred charactor, 
though its manifestations might seem markedly usurpatory and even 
to savour of heathendom. The ceremony of anointing a king at his 
coronation seems to date in Europe from the time of the Carolingians 
and to have been borrowed by them from the ancient civilisations 
of the East. The Saxon kings of England adopted it soon after. 
The practice must be considered as marking the ceremonial acceptance 
of the divinity of kingship by the Christian Church. The ceremony 
was however double edged, and when the necessity for an irresistibly 
strong aecular ruler became less pressing, it could be said and waa 
said that it takes a priest to make a king. 

I have said enough to explain in a genoral way the theory of 
monarchy as sacred and to indicate the strength that such a theory 
necessarily lent to the kings of old. The Anglo-Saxon monarche 
enjoyed the full benefits conferred, The power was in the blood, 
and to be an Anglo-Saxon king the right ancestry was casontial, 
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but birth waa not the sole qualification. The hereditary idea though 
strong was diffused and had not crystallized into the doctrine of 
primogeniture. Not everyone in whose veins flowed the royal blood 
would make a successful leader and therefore, strictly within the 
magic circle, there waa some liberty of choice. Normally however 
son succeeded father, and election, or rather selection, by the wise 
men of the kingdom was almost entirely a matter of form, After 
election came coronation and unction, by which the Church recognized 
the King as God's representative in earthly governance. The 
conception of the king as the vicar of God, which is christianised 
Roman, existed early but did mot develop ita full strength until 
comparatively late in the history of Anglo-Saxon kingship and rose 
to ita highest peak in the York Anonymous, the date of which work 
is 1100. The ordinary Anglo-Saxon way of regarding the ruler was 
as an oak tree king, a good patriarch who sat under a tree, was 
courteous and kindly, dispensed hospitality and did justice to those 
who came to seek for it. The business of the Government waa 
normally largely domestic and the King was the father of his people. 
This idea was very strong throughout the Anglo-Saxon period. It 
survived the Conquest and is very marked in the Polioraticus of 
John of Salishury. It was not confined to England, and Louis IX of 
France appeara alwaya to have sat under a tree to conduct business. 
But though the Anglo-Saxons regarded their ruler as a revered parent 
rather than as an autocrat, neither election nor consecration gerved 
to impose any practical limitations to his power. It is obvious 
that when the power of the King was considered to be the power of 
God, earthly restrictions on it were impossible to devise. It has been 
argued that the assembly of wise men, which nominally selected the 
king could also depose him, but the fact romains that they never 
did. The constitution of the Witan was undefined, The King could 
summon it when he wished. It had not even the might to be 
consulted. In practice the King often found it desirable to consult 
the great men of the country, clerical and lay, on all sorta of 
business, but he was in no way bound to accept their advice, or even 
to nak for it, Only in one matter had he to walk warily. The law 
was above him, and by the law was meant not legislative enactments, 
but roughly the established customs and usages of hia people. There 
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was no distinction in the early middle ages between natural law, 
recognised as derived from the ordinances of God, and positive law, 
Positive laws were regarded as parts of the natural law, recognised 
as being auch after generations of test and experience, and the King 
was both their guardian and their agent. If his actions were not 
in accord with these laws, he waa not king in ao far as those actions 
were concerned. The King can do no wrong. This idea survived 
throughout the middle ages, and comprehension of it is vitally 
necessary for the understanding of medimval kingship. Tt became 
much more prominent after the Norman Conquest, when government 
began to press more heavily on the people and partioularly on the 
aristocracy, and the good tempered oak tree king gave place to the 
efficient but heavy-handed administrator, Actually in Anglo-Saxon 
times there was, a8 I have said, no clearly recorded case of deposition 
of a king, or even of any organised attempt to coerce one, Still, 
if any alteration was to be made in the customary law of the land, 
the king invariably found it advisable to take counsel with the great 
men of the realm and to preface any innovation with the announcement 
that he had secured their assent, The Church had no power to bind 
him, At his coronation he awore.to protect the Church and to rule 
In accordance with law, but his oath hed nothing contractual about 
it. Hewas moreover definitely the head of the Church and apparently 
there Was never any thought of excommunicating him, whatever hia 
conduct might be, When Ethelred besieged Rochester and Inid 
waste the patrimony of St. Andrew, Dunstan, the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, emerged from hia retirement armed not with the spiritual 
weapons of the Church, but with a hundred pounda of silver to buy 
him off. The King was everywhere supreme, He was responsible 
to God for his people's wolfare, but his responsibility was moral and 
unenforcible, 

But undiffused royal power could hardly make itaelf effective 
throughout a heterogeneous, loosely knit kingdom, and there was no 
adequate higher administrative machinery in the Anglo-Saxon state, 
Aristotle says that it is essential that a state should bo easily 
oversean. This applied most omphatically to the feudal kingdom, 
If it was not, the local nobles, to whom the king had delegated some 
or all of his powers and whom he had atrengthened hy large granta of 
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erown land, tended to become independent rulers, In the end he 
might find that he ruled in actual fact over nothing and no one. This 
never actually happened in Anglo-Saxon England aa it did in France, 
but at the best of times the king’s control over a large part of the 
country was very nominal. In short, the continued concentration 
of authority in the person of the ruler made the imponderable power 
of the Anglo-Saxon monarch largely ineffectual, unless he happened 
to be a man of exceptional ability and energy. But even the moat 
vigorous man hoa only 24 hours in his day, and time and space; 
therefore, as well as moral obligation set limita to the power of the 
Old English king. 

William the Conqueror had one overwhelming advantage over 
his predecessors. All England was undeniably his by right of 
conquest. The conflicting elements of the population, West Saxons, 
Mercians, Northambrians, Danes, wore reduced to n uniform level 
of complete, if sullen, submission. It is however difficult oven for 
tho invincibly stronger to rule, if there is never any acquiescence in 
the hearts of the conquered. Not oven a Norman duke would care 
to live without ever taking his hand from his sword. William 
moreover suffered from two great disadvantages. In the first place 
his Norman companions held the orthodox feudal view of kingship. 
According to their ideas he was the head, it is true, of the feudal 
hierarchy, but he had definite obligations, and if he did not fulfil 
them, they could withdraw their allegiance and even devise mensures 
of coercion. William and his auceeasors naturally preferred the 
Anglo-Saxon view and did their utmost to secure ita dominance. In 
the second place he was without one qualification for the rule of 
England which all his predecessors had had, He lacked even a drop 
of the blood of the House of Weseex, and this deficiency affected not 
only him but his succeasors down to the time of Henry II. Com- 
paratively little attention has been paid to the vital character of the 
deficiency, or of the efforts mado to set it right, but thore is no doubt 
that it exercised a profound influence on the policy of Norman 
and Angevin monarchy and henee indirectly upon constitutional 
development, 

When the fighting was over, William set himself to secure a 
measure of acceptance from the English. Possibly he would have 
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found the task even more difficult than he did, had not the vanquished 
Harold been himself a usurper. He went through the form of 
election by the Witan, was crowned and conscerated by the Saxon 
Archbishop and promised that the country should continue to be 
ruled by the lawa of Edward the Confessor, that is, by the old customs 
of England. This promise was constantly repeated by hia successors, 
eapecially by thase whose position or titl was weak, notably Henry I 
and Stephen. Henry I married a daughter of the ancient Royal house 
and also probably bogan the practice of touching for the King’s Evil. 
This is a very interesting example of the continuous effort to make 
the new dynasty appear the legitimate heir of the old, as the power 
was alleged to descend from Edward the Confessor, who had acquired 
it by his personal sanctity, The practico was originally invented by 
the Capetian house of France, who, like the Norman Kings of 
England, were troubled by the prestige of their predecessors, the 
mighty Carolingians, and was firet exercised by Robert I, who was 
renowned for holincas. Down to the time of Henry I of England 
the descendants of Robert II of France wore the only healers, Tha 
other anointed kings did not attempt the miracle, which meant that 
the fact of unction would not suffica as an explanation. For the 
gift of healing, clection and consecration were not enough. Descent 
from the first holder of the power was the quality required, Henry I 
did not admit that he was imitating the Capetians, or that the power 
had been acquired by himself, but claimed to have inherited it from 
the last of the old kings of Englund, the saintly Edward, which of 
course went to prove that he was the legitimate heir of the ancient 
dynasty. The practice continued right down to the reign of Anne, 
and it will be remembered that Dr. Johnson, who did not dio till 
1784, was touched for the evil asa amall boy. Throughout these 
centuries, whenever the king was becoming unpopular for one reason 
or another, it has been found that he was more assiduous in touching 
for the evil, A striBing instance is the case of Edward IT, who went 
further than any of his predecessors or sucetasors, and endeavoured 
to add to the power of healing scrofula a miraculous cure for 
rheumatiem, Charles I during the years immediately preceding the 
Qivil War was an indefatigable towcher, The Church naturally 
regarded the practice with a good deal of suspicion and dislike, but 


110 SOME ASPECTS OF EARLY ENGLISH KINGSHIP 


one of the most surprising things about it is that for several hundred 
yours everyone, even those most opposed to royal pretensions, believed 
in ite efficncy. Gregory VII alone expressly denied to temporal 
sovereigns, even to the most pious, the gift of miracle, but as 4 
rule ecelesinstical circles both in England and France maintained 
complete silence about the thaumaturgic rite. There were in fact 
only two exceptions, Guibert de Nogent in France and Peter de 
Blois in England, and both, though they were reluctant to ascribe the 
miracles to the hereditary sanctity of their ruler, were compelled to 
admit that they did actually occur, The power of heoling was 
concentrated in a aingle person, and the sacred character of royalty 
did not extend in France and England after the beginning of these 
miraculous cures to a whole family, but was limited to the head of 
the oldest branch, who became the only rightful heir to the Crown. 
Ita influence upon the adoption of primogeniture in France and 
England ia obvious. 

In other ways also the Norman and Angevin Kings were at pains 
to conceal the defect of blood, John, whose difficulties are notorious, 
went #o far as publicly and expressly to state that he was not the 
heir of William the Bastard of Normandy, but of Edward the 
Confessor, King of England, and chose as his patron saint the canonized 
Anglo-Baxon Bishop Wulfstan, by whose side he lies buried in 
Worceater Cathedral. His son, Henry III, gave up the use of French 
or Norman names for his children and Edward I bore the old English 
name of the Confessor. There is littl doubt that English national 
feoling had for long to be placated, What the Norman Conquest 
had done was to sweep away the Anglo-Saxon aristocracy, which was 
numerically very amall, and substitute for it a Norman noble class, 
A century or eo of strong and on the whole good government produced, 
aa it always will, a middle class and when that class emerged, it was 
definitely English. If it were friendly, it could be used as an 
invaluable counterpoise to the pretensions to independence of the 
great Norman territorial aristocracy and to defeat their theary of the 
nature of royal power. The leaders of the Church, who in respect 
of the temporalities of their sees were as much subject to royal pressure 
as the lay nobility, as a rule, took the side of the territorial magnates 
against the king, and the struggles to obtain some weapon which 
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would counter regal sanctity, particularly aa displayed in the 
miraculous power of healing, are of peculiar interest. The develop- 
mont of political aninthood as an anti-royal expedient waa a remark- 
able feature of Angevin England. It did not occur in France, aa the 
French royal house included a saint, Louis IX, and to set op sant 
against saint was perhaps considered impossible or at least unsuitable. 
But the kings of England could point to a Confeasor only and saints 
ranked higher than Confessors, even though the Confeasors were 
kings. The firat and greatest of the political sninta was Thomas 
Becket. In addition Hugh of Lincoln, Edmund Rich and Thomas 
Cantilupe were actually canonized, and Stephen Langton, John’s 
great opponent and the organiser of the baronial opposition which 
led to the signing of the Magna Charta, narrowly missed the honour. 
The pope, however, for reasons of his own, was more often on the 
side of the king than not, and official canonization was difficult to 
procure. Popular or rather aristocratic recognition of sainthood 
could be accorded however even to the most unlikely candidates. 
Simon de Montfort and Thomas of Lancaster wore actually ex- 
communicated at the time of their deaths, but miracles were wrought 
in profusion at their tombs. ‘Thomas of Lancaster waa aa dull, stupid, 
selfish and unscrupulous a noble as can well be imagined, but crowds 
flocked to lock at an image in St, Paul's, which was said to resemble 
him and a poem was composed in which stress was laid on the 
similarity in name and end to Becket. 

" Gaude Thoma, ducum deous, lucerna Lancastrias 

Qui per necem imitaris Thomam Cantuarias.” 

There is no doubt thatthe canonisation of hostile leaders was highly 
embarrassing to English royalty, and was moreover difficult to punish, 
Russell has pointed out that “the sanctification of opposition to the 
King in such aneoclesiastical age as the 13th century was an important 
factor in raising anti-royal movements to a position of respectability 
and power in England, which they never achieved in France.” The 
policy was undoubtedly effective in securing to the oligarchs a certain 
measure of popular support which otherwise they would have found 
it hard to secure. In particular it gave an opportunity to the 
Franciscan friars who were always hostile to royal pretensions and 
who enjoyed high prestige among the masses in the 15th century. 
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It should be observed that all the political sainta were supporters 
of the aristocracy, and that all of them were magnates, ecclesiastical 
or lay. Tho common folk, unless advantage were taken of their 
superstitious credulity, were normally for the king and against the 
nobles, The one great popular rising of medimval England, the 
Peasants’ Revolt of 1381, had for its watchword “ The King and the 
Commons,” and was directed not against the boy King, Richard IT, 
but against the magnates who ruled in his name. It produced one 
leader who was probably a real saint, John Ball, St. Mary's Pricat 
of York. Ho however was not canonized, He wos drawn and 
quartered. 

Om the whole it can be said that when the king waa successful, 
particularly in his foreign policy, his view of the position of royalty 
prevailed. When ho was not, as in the cages of John, Henry II, 
and Edward II, the amall clique of oligarchs, who had sot themeelyos 
to become a ruling class which could direct and control the king, 
for the time being had their way, I have indicated that their theory 
of kingship differed from tho old Anglo-Saxon view. It conceded 
the divinity of kingly power, but emphatically denied that royal 
responsibilities were unonforcible and laid particular streas on the 
duty of the magnates to sco that the king ruled according to law, 
that is, according to custom, and that he should not be allowed to 
make innovations in the established order of things without their 
consent. The Anglo-Saxons had thought that he ought not to do 
these things, but had left it at that. Tho Norman nobility wore 
determined to prevent him from doing them. Their ideas are well 
summed up in the Song of Lewes, which waa written to celebrate 
Simon de Montfort's victory. Its author was probably a Franciscan 
friar. In the song the king is urged to rule by law and to conault 
not men of his own choice, but the barons of England, who know 
what is good for the country, and is bidden to beware of pride and 
to remember that he who for a short time is given earthly pre-eminence 
is soon enclosed in marble and buried in the ground, The govern- 
ment of the country is a matter which concerns the safety or the 
destruction of all, Therefore, the question in whose hands should 
tho guardianship of the realm lie is important, and if the king fails, 
tho magnates must take the charge upon themeclves. The song 
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closes on a distinctly minatory note : 

“ Incolas in ordine auo rex tencbit 

Et hoc moderamine regnando gaudebit 

Si vero atuduerit suos degradare 

Ordinem perverterit, frustra quaerct, quacre 

Sibi non obtemperant ita perturbati 

Immo Si sic facerent, essont insensati" 
“The king shall maintain his people in their condition and shall 
rejoice in reigning on this principle, If indeed ho shall have 
endeavoured to degrade his people, if he shall have overturned their 
rank, he will seek to rule in vain, becanso, if they are so outraged, 
they will not obey him. Indeod, if they were to do so, they would 
be mad.” 

An interesting passage in the De Legibus of the famous lawyer 
Gracton, which was almost certainly interpolated about this time by 
one of Simon de Montfort’s supporters, runs as follows: 

“ The King has a superior, namely, God, likewise the law, through 
which he was made King, likewise his court, to wit, his earla and 
barons, for earls (comites) are so called as being the King’s associates, 
and he who has an associate has a master, and therefore, if the King 
be without a bridle, that is, without law, they ought to put the 
bridle upon him." 

The difficulties of the baronial position are summed up in the 
following declaration of policy, which dates from the troublous 
times of Edward IT. “Homage and oath of allegiance is more 
by reason of the Crown than by reason of the King’s person, 
and is more bound to the Crown than the person, and this appears 
in that before the estate of the Crown hath descended, no alleginnes 
is due to the person. Wherefore, if by chance the King be not 
guided by reason, his lieges are bound by oath made to the Crown to 
guide the King and the estate of the Crown back again to reason, 
and otherwise the oath would not be kept. The question now arises, 
how one ought to guide the King, whether by suit of law or by 
constraint: by suit of law one cannot have redress, because he will 
have no judges but the King’s, in which caso, if the King’s will be not 
according to reason, he will have nothing but error maintained : 
wherefore it behoveth in order to save the oath, that, when the King 
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will not redress the matter or remove that which is eviland damaging 
for the people at large and for the Crown, it is to be adjudged that 
the matter shall be removed by harsh measures, for he is bound by 
oath to govern his people and his lieges, and his lieges are bound to 
govern in his aid and in his default. "’ From this it will be clear that 
in spite of the wholly revolutionary treatment of the royal capacity 
as something apart from the king's person, there was no authority 
which could decide what belonged to the Crown and what to the 
King. The only solution lay in coercion. 

There is not time to discuss the baronial theory of opposition in 
greater detail. Broadly spenking, it may be said that the royal theory 
of government was so potent, that even when the magnates won, 
they did not know what to do with their victory. No one thought 
of altering the form of government and trying to do without the 
king, and till the 17th century he remained os necessary for the con- 
duct of the administration in every sphere ashe had in Anglo-Saxon 
times, It is worth remarking that England was, throughout the 
middle ages, incomparably the beat administered country in Europe. 

In conclusion, I cannot do better than quote Bacon's 
admirable statement of the dual character of medimval kingship 
—ita divine origins and earthly limitations : 

“ All precepts concerning Kings are in effect comprehended in 
these two remembrances: Memento quod es homo; and, memento 
quod os Deus; the one bridleth their power, the other their will.” 


C. M. G, Oorvre. 
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BRITISH POLICY TOWARDS SINDH, 1842-43. 
Il 
(Alnnexation.) 

In a provionus article! I examined the policy of the British 
Government towards Sindh during the eventful years of the Firat 
Afghan War. Before Lord Auckland left India, he had suceoeded 
in forcing Sindh to accept a subsidiary force and had mado it a base 
for the operations of the army of the Indua, 

Lord Ellenborough succeeded him, and the situation which he 
had created, in March, 1842. Sir Charles Napier had arrived in India 
three months earlier, The intricate situation which these two mon 
found on their arrival was this:—The British army in Afghanistan 
had mot disaster after disaster, the news of which wag received in 
the Panjab and Sindh with undisguised satisfaction. Auckland's 
invasion of Afghanistan had turned out to be what has so aptly been 
described aa an Asiatic copy of Napoleon's invasion of Spain, The 
reputation of British arms was at the lowest, In addition to all thia 
an insurrection had broken out among the Afghan tribea of 
Kakors and Kujjaks and the Murri Bilochis in 1840. The Sarwans 
had set up Mehrab Khan's son and assembled a large force. Thus 
the position of the British Agents at Quetta and Kalat had become 
eritical and the safety of the Bolan Pass was in danger? Major 
Clibborn, who had gone to relieve the Kahun outpost, had also met 
with reverses in the Marri Hills? It was also reported that Diwan 
Sawan Mall, the Lahore Government's governor of the Multan 
province, had rendered help to Dodeh Ehan and had encouraged 
him to seize the Bolan Pass, though Outram did not believe it then.“ 
Later on Outram changed his opinion and reported that Sawan Mall 
was intriguing with the Marris.$ The Diwan was alao supposed 
to be carrying on correspondence with the ruler of Hyderabad 


(Sindh) with the purpose of atrengthening friendship. * * Under the 
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circumstances, was Ellenborough, in the words of Major William 
Napier, to sit silont and “ foment the hopes of neighbouring powers, 
eager for war, by a show of humility which could only appear to them 
weakness"! Ho therefore at once decided on a bold policy ond 
earried it through. 

Soon after his arrival he wrote three letters to the Amirs, which 
clearly state that “on the day on which you shall bo faithless to the 
British Government, sovercignty shall have passed from you.” 
The threat contained in these letters was not idle, It was, as Lord 
Ellenborough’s secretary wrote to Major Outram, ‘ ‘a declaration of 
the Governor-General's fixed determination to punish, cost what it 
may, the first chief who shall prove faithless, by the confiscation of 
his dominions,”* This threat, however brutal in its frankness, was 
at least denuded of all garb of friendship, which usually covered 
Lord Auckland's communications. Now at least the Amira might 
know where they stood. Ellenborough knew that in going forward 
he would be forging another link in the chain of injustice started by 
Lord Auckland, but as Sir W. Butler puts it, “In India to go forward 
has often been to go wrong, but to go back in that country has always 
been to admit the wrong, and once to do that is to admit the truth 
of an argument which, if prolonged to ita fullest consequences, must 
lead us to the aca-coast."* General Sir Charles Napier was in 
perfect agreement with Ellenborough, and in fact had forwarded o 
plan to Calcutta giving his opinion as to how best the prestige of 
British arms could be retrieved in Afghanistan and the countries of 
the Indus. But the new Governor-General, though ardently wishing 
to extend the frontiers of British India to the line of the Indus, was 
“far from aiming to take advantage of past misdeeds and “ gave 
warning for the future only.""4 

His object was two-fold, Firstly, he wished to obtain the power 
of acting on both sides of the Indus, consequently the continued 
eccupation of Karachi, in order to communicate with Bombay, and 
the occupation of Bukkur and Sukkur to insure a passage over the 
Indus, which was necessary for maintaining communication with 
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British atations on the Sutlej and the army at Kandhar by the Bolan 
Pass, Secondly, he aimed at controlling commerce by the Indus.? 

It was therefore proposed to exchange all the arreara of tribute 
due from the Amirs under the Treaty of 1839, for permanent posats- 
ston of Karachi, Bukkar and Sukkar and for the ceasion of a strip 
of land on both sides of the river. Tho now arrangements were to 
be based on o principle of cession of territory in commutation of the 
tribute because, thought Lord Ellenborough, “the obligation on 
the part of a Native State to pay tribute to our Government is one 
which places us in a falao position. No character can be more 
offensive than that of an exacting creditor, with which this obligation 
invests us....It makes ua appear to be the cause of all the exactions 
which the Native State inflicta upon its subject." 

Meanwhila Major Outram had collected various proofs of the 
hostile designs of the Amirs. Those ware: 

(i) Intercepted lettera from the ruler of Hyderabad to Diwan 
Mul Raj.2 This was considered a violation of the eighth article of 
the Treaty of 1839, which forbade the Amira to negotiate with foreign 
States without the sanction of the British Government. 

(ai) A seeret plot of the Brahooes and Bilochess, encouraged by 
the Amira, to rise against the British ona favourable opportunity. The 
rising was to bo a religious one, “the sword was to be drawn for 
Islam.” 

(tia) Intercourse with the Sikhe. 

(ie) Intercourse with the Shah of Persia. 

(v) The dominating influence in the Courts of Hyderabad and 
Khyrpur of a man called Fattch Mohd Ghori, the minister of Rustum, 
well-known for hia talenta and his hatred of the English. Only 
Bobdarand Alimorad of Khairpur wore faithful to thoir engagements, 

On these and other grounds Outram proposed the infliction of a 
new treaty on the Amira, involving the cession of Bukkur, Sukkur and 
Karachi and free communication between Karachi and the Indus at 
Tatta. But Ellenborough rejected the proposal and intimated his 
wish to take from the delinquent Amirs the districts of Subzulkote 
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and Bhoongbhara and restore them to the Nawab of Bahawalpur, 
from whom they had been conquered by the Amira about thirty 
years back. 

« |, .It is my intention,” wrote the Governor-General, “ to 
seize the first opportunity of bestowing substantial benefits upon the 
Khan of Bahawalpur as a reward for the constant support which the 
British Government has received from him and his ancestors,’ 
Another object of transferring these districts to Bahawalpur was the 
desirability of not appearing selfish aggressors, and because the fact 
of Bahawalpur being a Muslim State would render it impossible for 
anyone to create religious excitement against the British.* This 
restoration was contemplated in pursuance of a policy of “ reward 
and punishment,” a policy well recognised and cstablished in 
continental polities by the Congress of Vienna in 1815, and not on 
any “principle of abstract justice”? By this time Major Outram 
had proved himself offensive to the Governor-Goneral and was 
dismissed. Sir Charles Napier was ordered to Sindh and invested with 
the sole charge of affairs there. 

Napier set out from Bombay for Sindh on 3rd September, 1342, 
and reached there after eight days during which cholera broke out on 
the ship and many soldiers died. He reached Hyderabad on 
September 25, and had an interview with the Amira, at which he warned 
them against any attempt to violate the terms of the treaties and 
especially against taking measures to isolate the British station of 
Karachi by driving their subjects from the bazar.4 Early in 
October, Napier arrived inSukkur and found the following instructions 
waiting for him. 

“Should any Amir or Chief, with whom we have a treaty of 
alliance and friendship, have evinced hostile designs against us, during 
the late events, which may have induced them to doubt the continuance 
of our power it is the present intention of the Governor-General to 
inflict upon the treachery of such ally and friend #0 signal a punishment 


asahall effectually deter others from similar conduct, but the Governor- 
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General will not proceed in this course without the most convincing 
evidence of guilt in the person aconsed." Also", ,., if the Amira or 
any one of them should act hostilely or evince hostile designs againat 
our army, it is my fixed resolution never to forgive the breach of 
faith and to exact a penalty which shall be a warning to every Chiof 
in India,""? 

But the evidence of guilt was naturally to be collected by the 
man on the spot, and thus the whole moral responsibility was shifted 
on to the shoulders of Napier, Here for once the path was not 
clear to the General, The war in Afghanistan had been ended. 
Kabul had been retaken and burnt. Many old scores had been paid 
off. The prestige of British arms was re-established, Still more, the 
English army had safely passed the Bolan Poss, Was it necessary 
under the circumstances to follow a strong policy towards Sindh ? 
Lord Ellenborough instructed him to draft a new treaty and force it 
on the Amirs.? The new treaty, which was ready by November, took 
away the right of coinage from the Amira and was especially hard on 
the Khyrpur Chiofs.? Rustum of Khyrpur’s letter to the Maharaja 
and the part which his minister, Fatteh Mohammad Ghori, took in the 
eacape of the rebel Syed Mohd. Sharif affixed on that Amir the 
character of an enemy.’ Major Outram was again sont to Sindh as 
Commissioner on the request of Napier for the purposes of enforcing 
the treaty.? Outram pointed out that the present treaty was more 
stringent than that of Auckland." Eut Napier was determined to 
enforee it, and tried to convince the Amira that they would become 
richer by accepting it. But if they refused, he would allow them to 
“try the force of armas, at their own peril, if they are so pleased,”? 
Major Outram felt that this treaty would drive them to desperation 
and war and, not wishing that consequence, he urged his government 

to make it less stringent. He i aan his argument with Panjemis 
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Franklin's authority to the effect that “ no objocta of trado warranted 
the spilling of blood, that commerce ia to be extended by the cheapness 
and goodness of commodities, that the profitof mo trade could equal 
the exponse of compelling it by flocts and armies." Boot his argumont 
fell on deaf cars, as it was bound to, for the main object waa not the 
extension of trade, but the strengthening of the position on the Indus, 
Moreover, Napier wanted war because, aa Sir W. Butler puta it, “ no 
lover over longed for mistross more thandid thia man Jong for fighting.”"® 
His defender James Napier, gives another explanation of his firmness, 
He waa firm according to him, not beenuse he wished to precipitate 
war but because, “he held it shameful and wicked to tempt the Amira 
by any appearance of infirmity of purpose, to display their arrogance, 
when the Governor-General had assured him the aword of vengeance 
would be inexorably bared for the firat fault."* He too had prepared 
a list of the offences of the Amira which included secret alliances and 
confederaciea against the British Govermmont and tho tronpa from 
Kabul and many other infringementa of the treaties.” In a letter to 
Lord Ellenborough he wrote, “We are here by right of treaties,” 
and “ there doca not appear any public protest registered against the 
treaties by tha Amirs; they are therefore to be considered aa free 
expreasions of the will of the contracting parties."® In another part 
of the game letter he admits that“ thero is auch hostility to us on the 
part of the Amira, such « hatred of the treaties—auch a resolution to 
broak them in every way...."* 

If the treaties were free expressions of the will of the Amira, one 
wonders why they should have been so determined to break them in 
every way. Evidently they had never willingly signed a treaty, and 
Napier's attempt to justify his conduct under the shelter of treaties 
is a failure, But he ia on aurer ground when ho takes his stand on 
intaresta of humanity! Speaking of the oppreasion practised by the 
Amira on their gubjects, he writes, “ The question arises whether we 


1, Ne cit. Val. 1, 1a, 

a Napler op. eet, pr 11, 

*, Napier, op. cit. 17. 

i a ihn — moch of the ovidemse on which the allegations of 

based of donktful authenticity, Inthie conmretion aoe 

ite of fk, deat ok bedvicce regarding letters of Amir to the Bikh Chictn. 

a 

, 8 alas Letter to Ellenborough, Oot, 17, Le, 


BRITISH POLICY TOWARDS sivpy, 1842-43—m 121 


shall abandon the interests of humanity and those of the British 
Government, which in this case are one, and at once evacuate Sindh, 
or take advantage of oxtsting trenti¢s and maintain our camps 
permanently.” Tf the camps are maintained, they will “ quickly 
Brow into towns and the people within them will carry on o transit 
trade along tho Indus to the oxclusion of tho subjects of the Amirs 
without. Among the latter misery and poverty will sojourn.” Can 
such a state of things long continue? “J conecive such a state of 
political relations cannot last; the more powerful Government will 
at no distant period swallow up the weaker. Would it not be better 
to come to the results at once? I think it would be better if it could 
be done with honesty." Such wag Napier's impatience of delay | 
With a sweep of the sword he wishes to come to the resulta at once. 
Major Outram had pointed ont to him that the tribes on the river 
above that part possessel by the Amira of Sindh, did levy tolls and 
therefore to allow those tribes to levy tolls and forbid the Amirs to 
do so would be unjust. Napier had a very simple answer to this 
argument, namely, to compel these tribes also to give up the tolls, In 
his own words, “ to oxcuse the Amira on the ground that others are 
not oqually coerced is anawered by coarcing the others.”"! 

As already pointed out, the draft of the treaty now prepared 
was approved by Ellenherongh, though it was more stringent than 
the treaty of Lord Auckland an‘l the one propose] by Outram, While 
the latter was negotiating for the acceptance of this treaty at 
Hyderabad, the Amirs began collecting troops and gathering their 
Bilochi feudatories, But it is not unreasonable to suppose that their 
measures were cutirely defensive ond wera inspired by Napier's 
measures, Their peaceful and defensive attitude waa considered by 
Napier mere camouflage and he thought that they only waited for the 
hot season, which they expected would paralyse the British soldiers 
by ita deadly heat, Napier therefore decided to strike before they 
could, and in the beginning of 1845 marched towards Imamgurh, a 
desert fortross, which was deserted on his approach and which he 
blew up. It may be noted here that he did this without any declara- 
tion of war, He now turned South and halted at Sakrunda for a few 
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days on hearing from Outram that the Amirs had accepted the treaty. 
Here Napier intercepted some letters from Amir Mohammad of 
Hyderabad calling wpon Bilochi chiefs of the Murree tribe to march to 
Miani immediately. This finally decided him on the side of war 
if at all he had harboured any irresolution, which is doubtful. 

Outram waa attacked in the Residency by Bilochees on the 17th 
February, having previously beon warned by the Amira to leave. 
He escaped and joined Napier at Hala, thirty miles north of 
Hyderabad. Napier now marched towards Miani, where hia 
twenty-two hundred soldiers fought against thirty thousand mon of 
the enemy and won a fierce battle. Next day the British flag was 
flying over the tower of Hyderabad. Shere Mohammad, the real 
fighting man, was defeated at Dobba in the middle of March,* 
Mirpur occupied the same month, and Amarkote seized on the 4th of 
April, thus completing the conquest of Sindh. Shere Mohd., 
Who had escaped at Dubba and had gathored somo ten thousand men 
about him, was again defeated by Roberts and Jacobs some fifty 
miles north of Hyderabad and became a fugitive. Sindh was annexed 
in August and the Amirsexiled. Napier, who was appointed Governor 
of Sindh, now sct about introducing reforms and a stable Government 
in the unhappy valley. 

The annexation of Sindh aroused hot passions and controversies 
at the time. Ellenborough and Napier were both condemned as 
well aa praised, But in a retrospect of a century one is in a position 
to judge better. It is quite clear that the Amirs of Sindh were a 
barbarous, avaricious and cruel set of people. It is also clear that. 
from the standpoint of international ethics the British Government 
of India had no more right then to appoint themselves protectora of 
the “interests of humanity” in Sindh than has Italy to-day in. 
Abyssinia. Major James Napier, the defender of his brother Sir C. 
Napier, makes much in his two volumes “ The Conquest of Sindh” 
of the fact that the subjects of the Amira were greatly oppreased and 
that it was natural to respond to the ory of oppressed humanity. 

But we know that that was neither the real nor the only cause. The 
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fact was that, owing to the disasters of the Afghanistan Campaign, 
Lord Ellenborough considered it necessary to extend the frontiers 
of British India to the Indus, and Napier supported him out of the 
soldier's innate love for glory. In fact he was very impatient, as 
is clear from his letter to Lord Ellenborough already quoted. On 
the point of honesty he satisfied his own conscience and that of 
Lord Ellenborough by diligently preparing o list of the infringements 
of the treaty. Here he was justified to a great extent, for there is 
no doubt that the Amira had not been faithful to their engagements. 
But he never gave a thought to the justice or injustice of those 
treaties, on the strength of which he tried to defend his own conduct, 
His conduct, though just in itself, was based on injustice, It seems 
that he himsolf considered those treaties unjust. In a private letter, 
dated 1éth January, 1843, he writes, “I found the Amira and our 
Government in the position in which a treaty made by Lord Auckland 
placed them. I had no concern with ita justice, its propriety or any- 
thing but to sea it maintamed.” Again, in the same letter, “ I cannot 
enter upon our right to be here at all; thatis Lord Auckland's 
affair.”! Napier wanted war and prepared the case; Ellenborough 
wanted Sindh and believed the case; the conquest followed. 

Why did Ellenborough want Sindh? Because of a political 
neosasity. Herein lies his only defence and justification, as James 
Napier admits it when he writes, “Take away this ground (of 
necessity) and it was a continuation of Lord Auckland's aggressive 
policy."2 The Amira wished for peace till the very last moment. 
At least that was the impression which the people had. Prince 
Soltykoff writes in ‘Voyage Dana I'Indo * that while at Hyderabad in 
February 1843, he was told that the “ Amira were still in hopes of a 
settlement and that the desire of the Amira was all for peace.”4 
They had accepted the new treaty even after Napier had destroyed 
Imamgurh without any provocation or declhration of wat and without 
any offence having been committed by the owner of the castle, Mir 


Mohd. Khan of Khyrpur. Napier also plundered the castle, 
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“ although no resistance was attempted, and although he had assured 
the Amira that he would neither plunder nor alay them if they did not 
make any resistance. This uncalled for spoliation of Imamguth, 
which Napier termed ‘the Gilbrathor of Sindh,’ although it did not 
offer any resistance, was bound to give “ consistency to the 
prevailing rumours of intended aggression on our part which then 
agitated the Amira,” and thus drive them to measures of self-defence 
which, as Outram puta it, were afterwards assumed as ground for 
aggression. Sir C. Napier himsclf wrote that he was going to take 
Imamgurh “ although war has not been declared, nor is it necessary 
to declare it.""? Notonly had he a contempt for the formalities of war 
but also for arguments which he thought utterly useless. He pointed 
out to the Amira, “I cannot go into argument, I am not 
Governor-General, ] am only one of his commanders.”“ It is not 
surprising under the circumstances that the Amira lost control over 
their Bilochi tribesmen, who were seething with anger against the 
Feringhee, and, collecting them at Minni, gave battle to the English 
Genernl, 

Many contemporary Englishmen of eminence considered the 
policy towards Bindh and its annexation a mistake. Henry 
Lawrence hated the whole affair and wrote to Lord Hardingo, “ I don't 
think that Government can do better than restore it to the Amirs.”4 
Mr, Gladstone afterwarda revealed that Sir Robert Peel's cabinet, 
of which he and the Duke of Wellington were both members, disapprov- 
ed, he believed, unanimously, of the conguest.* In England 
Elphinstone’s contemptuous comment was: “Coming after 
Afghanistan, it pat ome in mind of a bully who has been kicked im the 
streets and went home to beat his wife in revenge."? 

While jodgmg the contemporary condemnations of Napier and 


Ellenborough, one must remember another factor which contributed 


a pera in “A Commentary on the the Conquced of Sindh.“ p. 597-8, 
Fr, ib 

a, perl ig QGovermar-General, Teer. 27, 1842. Napier op. cit. BPD. 
: Qhutram, pce 


oO 
. Henry Lawrence boca Hardinge f4th April, 147. In Morrison's . 


* Lawrenoe of Lockoow,” p. gto 

', Contem Review, November Lavi. Cited from “ Rise ane fulfillment 
of Gritish rule in India,’ *Thompeon and Garrett, 258-7, 
“se pie to Metall Life of Elphinstoms, clted in Thomeon and gore 


BRITISH POLICY TOWARDS StxpH, 1842-43—111 125 


to the feeling against these two men, WNapier's brilliant generalship 
against heavy odds at Miani stood out in great contrast against the 
cowardice shown by British Generals in Kabul a vear before, just as 
Ellenborough's policy beyond the Indus provided a contrast with 
the blundering policy of Auckland. But still the case against Sir 
Charles Napier is so well established that even the most zealous of 
his defenders, General James Napier, gives up the moral or legal 
justification and takes his stand on what he calls“ utility, irrespective 
of abstract justice.” Two motives impelled Napier to war, firstly the 
love of glory and secondly the desire to bestow the blessings of the 
British Raj on the people of Sindh even against their will. That, 
I think, is the only possible explanation of his conduct. Behind all 
his talk of the breaches of treaty by the Amira, and their hostile 
designs, one can perceive a substratum of that missionary epirit which 
implies an implicit faith in one's right and] capacity to de good. One 
eannot deny Napier’s capacity to do good, which he clearly proved 
in his administration of Sindh, but whether he had any right to do so 
is a problem which it is difficult to solve. Perhaps there are occasions 
when “utility, irrespective of abstract justice may also he 
justified. 
PRAN NATH KHERA, 


ITALY AND ABYSSINIA. 
[Address delivered on 28th October, 1935.] 

The modest purpose of this address is to explain as simply and 
impartially as possible the circumstances and background of the 
present Italo-Abyssinian conflict to those membera of the andience 
who have not had the opportunity of informing themselves clearly 
and authentically upon the problem. 

I—ABYSSINIA : The Country. 

Abyssinia (the name is derived from the Arabic word habesh, 
menning mized; for that reason the dominant tribe, the Amhari, prefer 
to use the classical name, Bviienia) is a roughly triangular territory 
of 360,000 square miles in Africa with a medial line ronning W. 5. W. 
of the Gulf of Aden and separated from the coast by a littoral which 
varies in width from about 50 miles to about 180 miles. It 
politically interesting as one of the three areas of Africa (which consist, 
in addition, of Egypt and the deplorable little republic of Liberia), 
still free from the direct political control of one of the European 
nations, 

It is constituted of two high tablelands, lying respectively in 
the north and the south-west of the territory, and of the arid plain 
of Abyssinian Somaliland, lying in the south-cast. The two 
tablelands are divided by a great gorge—at places impassable—which 
runs in a line between the Strait of Bab-el-Mandeb and the great 
Lake Rudolf in the British Kenya Colony. Through this rift the 
river Awash runs north-east, losing itself finally in the depressed 
desert of Aussa, on the border of French Somaliland. 

It is now completely surrounded by British, Italian and French 
territory, two-thirds of its frontier marching with British and most 
of the remaining third with Italian possessions. The country lies 
entirely within the Tropics, between latitudes 2° and 15° north; but 
the two tablelands lic at heights of §,000—8,000 feet, studded with 
mountains rising as high a3 15,00) feet and intersected by abrupt, 
wooded gorges, which are often impassable. Tho climate of theae 
plateaux is consequently temperate. Addis Ababa ("the new 
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Hower “), which stands at a height of 8,000 feet on the edge of the 
mtdial depression, hag a mean average annual temperature of 60°—70* 
by day and cold, often frosty, nights. The whole of the north and 
west of the country is drained] by a river system forming the 
headwaters of the Nile—which, incidentally, constitutes almost the 
sole British interest in the country. The south-east of Abyssinia, 
an almost arid plain, punctuate] hy certain oases, which presumably 
form the crux of the present conflict, is drained, if at all, by a few 
uicertain streams which flow south-cast through Italian Somaliland, 
to the sta. The rainfall on the tablelands is heavy, but 
short, occurring chiefly between June and September, when it retarda 
and generally interrupta communication. At Addis Ababa it 
averages annunlly about 47 inches. Abyssinia, in short, containg 
almost every range of climate; but particularly it embraces perhaps 
100,000 square miles of territory potentially suitable, like Kenya 
Colony, to European colonisation, 


II.—The People, 

The population of Abyssinia is guessed at T—10 millions. Of 
these the dominant race, the Ambhari, a people of Semitic origin, 
constitute perhaps one-quarter and provide the official langunge, 
Amharic. They inhabit chiefly the districts of Shoa, Amhara and 
Tigre, The most numerous race ia that of the Gallas, a Hamitio 
people, numbering about 40 per cent. of the total, who invaded the 
country in the sixteenth century A. D. and have only recently been 
subdued by the Amhari. In the cast and south-east live chiefly the 
Somalis and Danakil, a barbarous Hamitic race. The inhabitanta of 
the south-west are mostly savage negroids. The Amhari are mostly 
Christiang, of varying degrees of approximation, belonging to the 
(optic Church; the Gallas, Somalis and Danakil are Muslim; the 
nerroids are pagan. 

The Abyssinians are a heterogeneous people living at the moat 
various standards of culture, from that of the enlightened and 
highly intelligent Emperor Haile Selassie to a condition of savage 
barbarism prevailing amongst the negroid pagans and many of the 
Somalis, When James Broce, after his exploration of the head- 
waters of the Nile in 1770, referred to the common practice in 
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Abyssinia of enting the still warm raw flesh of animals, ho was generally 
disbeliaved ; but the practice is authentically reported of the tribes 
at the presant day, 

In gencral the Abyssinian tribesmen are described as virile, 
warlike, proud of their independence and deeply hostile to any 
attempt to destroy it, especially when made by foreigners. 


IIT.—Econamie Conditions. 

The country is very largely self-supporting at a very low standard 
of life. Its staple industry is a primitive agriculture, in which the 
hired labourer earns about three annas a day ; his food costs another 
anna. Foreign trade returns afford little indication of economic 
conditions. In 1929-30, the Inst year for which such statistics are 
available, the recorded imports and exports each were valued at a 
little leas than Its, 13 lakhs (£1 million sterling). 

Abyssinia aupplies annually about 450 Ibs. of platinum— 
approximately 3 per cent, of world production, The chief exports 
are hides, beeswax and coffee, The chief import ia cotton .cloth 
and yarn, almost monopoliaed by the Japanese. The country is said 
to contain uncertain quantities of copper, tin and petroleum. 

There is a restricted silver currency, linked to sterling, and one 
bank, founded in 1931. The first formal tax was levied in the present 
year in order to buy munitions of war. Slavery is an ancient 
institution, till strongly surviving. The principal forms and 
institutions of a civilised state were hastily promulgated about 1923, 
when the Government of Abyasinia applied abruptly for admission to 
the League of Nations in order to anfeguard its territorial integrity and 
sovercignty chiefly from the threat of Fascist imperialism. 


IV.—Recent History and Foreign Relations of Abyssinia. 

We may select as our starting-point the significant year 1870, 
when a company, formed in the then scarcely consolidated national 
state of Italy, purchased Assab, a port near the southern entrance to 
the Red Sea, from a local sultan, 

That picturesque adventurer Kassa (born in 1818), who adopted 
the name of Theodore and the resounding title of Negis Negisti 
(King of Kings) had not unreasonably earned the enmity of the 
British and died by his own hand on the day that Magdala was 
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stormed by Napier in 1868. He had displaced the hereditary Negus, 
Helie Melikoth, who had died in 1855, bequenthing his rights to his 
11-year-old son, Menclik, But in 1868 Kasgni, Ras (Chief) of Tigre, 
who had acquired a portion of the abandoned arms and equipment of 
Napier’s expeditionary force, adopted the name of John and the title 
and prestige of Negus, thus effectively postponing the realisation of 
Menelik's ambitions, 

John proved a doughty king, who reigned until 1889, when he 
died of wounds in an encounter with the rebellious dervishes of the 
Sudan. During these years Menclik was subordinate King of Shoa. 

Between 1870 ond 1889 the Italians spread along the coast of 
What is now Eritrea. The Company was bought out by the Italian 
government in 1882—the year in which, defrauded as ahe not un- 
reasonably considered herself by the French of Tunis, Italy gained 
inclusion in the Dual Alliance of Germany and Austria, which thus 
became the Triple Alliance, 

King John viewed, Italian expansion in Eritrea with hostile 
suspicion, but the Italian povernment shrewdly courted Menelik, 
who eventually began his remarkable reign in 1889. In that year 
also the Italians purchased that sphere of influence from the Sultan 
of Zanzihar, now Italian Somaliland, of which the undemarcated 
boundary with Abyssinia has been made the immediate ostensible 
excuse for the present conflict. 

Having supported Menelik in his sucocasful efforta to gain the 
throne of Abyssinia, the Italians in 1889 negotiated with him the 
Treaty of Ucciali, by the terms of which they claimed a virtual 
protectorate over Abyssinia, for, according to the Italian text, Monelik 
promised to “avail himself of the Italian government for any 
negotiations which he may enter into with other Powers or govern- 
ments,’ But it seems that according to the Ambaric text this 
élause was optional, and not obligatory for the Abyssinian king. 
In any case Italian penetration made Menclik hostile and in 1893 ho 
denounced the Treaty of Ueciali to the Powers, Stil] the Italians 
advanced in a series of amall aggressive expeditions, until they 
completely aroused the Abyssinian hornets’ nest and in March, 
1896, their army of 14,500 found iteelf confronted in a difficult terrain 
by a force six times ita number under Menélik at Adowa, In the battle 
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which ensued bad tactics and defective staff work by the Italians led 
to their overwhelming defeat. 

Menelik was generous in his hour of triumph—far too generous, 
eay his successors. A treaty of peace waa signed at Addis Ababa, 
which Menelik had made his capital, in which Italy agroed to the 
annulment of the Treaty of Uecciali and aleo formally acknowledged 
the complete independence of Abyssinia, 

During the remaining twelve years of his affective reign the 
Emperor brought most of the tribes into some degree of quasi-fendal 
subordination, though he was forced to leave many of the powerful 
rases with almost unfettered local authority. He also negotiated a 
series of treaties with Great Britain, France and Italy, fixing his 
frontiers. All of these frontiers were amicably adjusted, except those 
with Italian Somaliland, 

In 1908 he became completely incapacitated by disease, of which 
he died in 1918, aged about 69. Aman of strong character and great 
onlightenment, Menelik Il was incomparably the greatest African 
Tuler and statesman of modern times, 

His reign waa the hey-day of “ the scramble of Africa,” in which 
varions Ewropean Powers, including even little Belgium, competed 
bitterly for control of areas of exploitation in “the Dark Continent;” 
and Abyssinia, the last remaining autonomous territory, naturally 
did not escape the attention of diplomatic map-readera. Ttaly had 
heen rather crowded out of this “thieves” kitchen.” She was 
aggrieved by Jules Ferry’s more than dubious diplomacy, which had 
added Tunis to the French empire in Africa in 1881 and had driven her 
into Bismarck’s camp in 1882. Tn 1891 and 1894 she negotiated with 
Great Britain three agresments, which defined their respective 
“apheres of influence" in Somaliland. Even in 1894, despite 
Menelik’s denunciation of the Treaty of Ucciali in the previous year, 
Great Britain formally acknowledged that Abyssinia lay within the 
Italian ephere, 

In 1894 also a French company obtained a 99-year concession to 
build a railway to Harrar in Abyssinia, which in 1904 was extended by 
Menelik to Addis Ababa, But by the end of the nineteenth century 
“the Imperial Company of Ethiopian Railways” was in financial 
straits and, in order to prevent the influx of British capital, the 
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French government gave it an annual subsidy of 500,000 francs 
4£20,000) for fifty years. This naturally perturbed Menelik, for it 
obviously converted a commercial agreement into a nationalistic 
enterprise without his concurrence, By 1917 a metre gauge railway 
had been completed between Jibuti and Addis Ababa, o distance of 
about 480 miles, It has since been deseribed by victims as the most 
uncomfortable and expensive railway in the world. 

The next thread in the diplomatic web which was encompassing 
Abyssinia was a boundary treaty with Great Britain in 1902, which 
reserved to Britain the rights, (¢) to control the headwaters of the 
Nile, (ti) to build a railwny through Abyssinia from the Sudan to 
Uganda and (112) to lease a trading post in Abyssinia. 

The indefinite relations of the “spheres of influence" of Great 
Britain, Italy and France in respect of the Abyssinian hinterland 
dictated in 1906 a tripartite treaty between these powers, to which 
Manelik ultimately gave unwilling assent, This treaty is easentially 
connected with the grounds of the present conflict. It guaranteed 
the future maintenance of the then existing treaties in regard to 
frontiers and all other subjects, It specifically confirmed the 
Anglo-Italian treaties of 1691 and 1894, though in 1893 Menelik had 
denounced the Treaty of Ueciali; and it made no specific reference 
to the Treaty of Addis Ababa of 1896. 

Articla ITT of this Treaty of 1906 bound the three Powers to 
“a neutral attitude, abstaining from all intervention in the internal 
affairs of the country,................./% no case eholl one of the 
three (Fovernments interfere in. any manner whatsoever, excepl th 
agreement with the other tee.” 

According to Article IV they “ shall make every offort to preserve 
the integrity of Ethiopia,” while concerting to safeguard the special 
interests of each Power in the country, including “the hinterland 
of Italian possessions and the territorial connection between them to 
the weat of Addis Ababa.” 

It is well to remember the diplomatic background at the time 
when this Treaty was signed, Italy was a member of the Triple 
Alliance with Germany and Austria, but her genuine adherence was 
already doubted by her allies and their rivals, Great Britain and 
France had reached a “friendly understanding in 1904; while 
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France was in firm alliance with Russia and Great Britain was 
already negotiating that settlement with Russia which in August, 
1907, created the Triple Entente. The subversion of Italy ‘s allegiance 
to the Triple Alliance became a prime object of the Entente. It was 
finally achieved at a terrible price by means of the lamentable secret 
Treaty of London, 24th April, 1915. In short, Italy was being 
courted in 1906 and her aspirations in regard to Abyssinia would be 
regarded with special indulgence by the other two signatory 
Powers. 

Meanwhile, in 1897, that is, within a year of the Battle of Adowa, 
the Italian government negotiated another agreement with Monelik 
in regard to the Somaliland frontier, which was re-stated and 
published in 1908, when also the frontier with Eritrea was demarcated. 
Unfortunately in these conventions the Abyssinia-Somaliland 
boundary was not defined yo plainly as not te be beyond dispute by the 
Italians, The actual bone of contention is the Ogaden tribal territory 
and particularly a growp of wells anc prazing lands within it, sach as 
Walwal Wardair, Afdub and Gerlogubi. 

The text of the 1906 Convention would seem plain enough to the 
plain man, It states: “From the Webi Shebeli the frontier 
proceeds in a north-easterly direction, following the line accepted by 
the Italian Government in 1897; all the territory belonging to tho 
tribes towards the coast shall remain dependent on Italy; all the 
territory of Ogaden and all that of the tribes towards the Ogaden 
shall remain dependent on Abyssinia.” 

The boundary line was also defined in a telegram approved by the 
Italian Government in 1897 as running ata distance of 180 mules 
parallel to the coast of the Indian Ocean and joining the Juba to the 
north of Bardera. 

These definitions appear unequivocally to indicate that the area 
now in dispute was accepted as Abyssinian, though, as we shall notice 
later, the matter is complicated by (i) the scasonal wanderings of 
tribeamen in search of pasture across this arbitrary line; (ii) the 
apparent complete neglect of the area by the central government 
of Abyssinin ; and (iii) the uninterrupted occupation of the area by 
Italian military posts during the past five years. 
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V.—Abyssinia since 1913. 

The death of Menelik IT one year before the outhreak of the 
World War marks an epoch in the history of Abyssinia, He was 
succeeded by his grandson, Lij Jaan, who shortly afterwards was 
converted to Islam. Civil war ensued aml Jasu was deposed in 1916 
in favour of Menelik’s daughter Zauditu (Judith), who reigned till 
1930, with Ras Tafori, the nearest male descendant of the royal line, 
as Regentand heir. In October. 1928, Ras Tafari was crowned Negus 
and in 19350, on the death of Zauditu, he was crowned Emperor 
(Negus Negusti—" king of kings "), assuming the title of Haile 
Selassis J. He is an enlightened ruler and has done whatever he ean 
to improve the civilisation of Abyssinia. He has tried to consolidate 
the country, but the tribes are jealous of their independence, and 
absence of communication protects them. He has tried to improve 
education, to abolish evil customs and institutions, such as slavery, 
and to establish and accustom his subjects to modern methods of 
governmont and administration; but he has been obstructed by the 
stubborn conservation of the priests and retarded by the primitive 
economy of the country and the indolence of the people, who at best 
are content with a little “ window dressing.” 

He has decreed compulsory education, but his ordinance remains 
largely “ the expression of o pious aspiration.” He has created three 
model provinces to be administered under his eye by officials of his 
own choice; bot it is stated that his officials often enslave their 
servants. He established a parliamentary constitution in 1932; but 
since its firat session, the representatives have been changed overy 
three months in order to accustom them to this novelty. 

In the first session of parliament a Company Law, a Currency 
Law, a Bankruptcy Law and a Law of Property and Corporations 
were enacted; while o Commission was appointed to revise the 
Civil and Penal Codes upon the Belgian model. Despite his parlia- 
mentary experiments, the enlightened ruler continues to govern 
alone, assisted by foreign exports, 

He has begun to establish a modern army and is said to have a 
bodyguard of 30,000 men with modern riflesand equipment, besides a 
ropular army of 100,000 maintained by provincial governors, and the 
auxiliary assistance of tribal levies, variously estimated in numbers 
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and possibly approximating in total to 600,000, Eut the country is 
said to boast not more than 100,000 modern rifles. A few aeroplanes, 
a few machine guns and five “ tanks "—ironically enough, presented 


to him by the Duke of Abruzzi in 1927 and not used since that 


aconsion—would seem to complete his defensive apparatus. 

There is ample evidence to support the reiterated Italian 
indictment thatslavery commonly persistsin Abyssinia, Itisa deeply 
rooted institution, though the evidence of competent observers ia that 
it 18 not generally inhumane in practice. Laws for its abolition were 
enacted bythe Emperor in1924 and 1931, butthey appearto have been 
evaded in proportion to the distance from his presence. His officials, 
as already noticed, are prominent among the offenders. In 1932 a 
Slavery Bureau was established under the direction of an Englishman 
and by 1934 aixty-two bureaux were established in the provinces, with 
magistrates empowered to liberate slaves and punish offenders. 
But it seems that cattle and slaves are still the chief spoil of raiders 
among the remoter tribes. 

In fine, Abyssinia must be considered by its minimum standards 
of civilisation a very backward country, 


VI.— Foreign Relations, 1913-1934. 


It will already have been seen that in the projects of imperial 
diplomacy Abyssinia had been more than tacitly acknowledged by 
Great Britain and France asa potential field of Italian exploitation, 
France had been beforehand in Tunis. In 1911-12 Ttaly had waged 
& Very expensive aggressive war against an embarrassed Turkey in 
order to wrest from her nominal sovereignty the sand and onses of 
Libya. But she was by no means satiated by the possession of 
Eritrea, Somaliland and Libya, of which the colonial value cannot be 
rated high in comparison with Morocco and the Sudan. 

Italy consequently drove a hard bargain during the negotiation 
of the seoret Treaty of London, 1915, which finally detached her 
from the Central Powers and actively transferred her to the Entente. 
Article XIII of that Treaty stated - 

“In the event of France and Great Britain increasing their 
colonial territories in Africa at the expense of Germany, those two 
Powers agree in principle that Italy may claim some equitable 


1 —— 





ITALY AND ABYSSINIA 135 


compensation, particularly as regards the settlement in her favour of 
the questions relating to the frontiers of the Italian colonies of Eritren 
Bomaliland and Libya... .” 

Nevertheless Italy was grievously disappointed at Versailles, even 


though she gained certain unjustifiable accessions to her territory 


in Europe, for, while Great Britain and France divided valuable 
German territories in Africa in the form of mandates under tho 
League of Nations, Itlay saw promised lands in Asia Minor vanish 
into the grip of a resurgent Turkey, while no compensating area of 
exploitation in Afrien fellto her share. Hor post-war negotiations 
with Great Britain and France yielded only minor rectifications of 
her existing African frontiers. Soe the aspirations of Fascist Italy 
again centred upon Abyssinia and grew with the expanding self- 
confidence of that regime. 

In 1923, within one year of the Fascist “march to Romo," the 
Government of Abyssinia abruptly sought admission to the League 
of Nations—a measure of its fear of Italian aggressive designs, The 
Committees of the Assembly, which examined the application decided 
that Abyssinia was a sovereign and fully seli-governed state, but 
asserted that “ they could not state that her international engagements 
have always been strictly fulfilled in the past.” 

The Committee were in fact divided in opinion, The representa- 
tives of Great Britain, Switzerland and Australia held that she was 
not yet sufficiently developed to fulfil her obligations under the 
Covenant, But the representatives of France and Italy strongly 
supported her application, urging that her membership would assist 
her to abolish slavery within her territory ; Italy particularly urging 
that no special stipulation would be necessary against the nefarious 
importation of arms. Such is the irony of history that Abyssinia 
was admitted to the membership of the League largely by the 
insistence of Italy, and Italy is now urging the very grounds of refusal 
by Great Britain, Switzerland and Australia, as the basic justification 
for her present aggression. 

Two years later, in 1925,the Italian Government was negotiating 
with Great Britain alone—and not with France, third signatory to the 
Tripartite Treaty of 1906—offering a quid pro que for certain freedom 
of exploitation in Abyssinia, which would in affect convert that 
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country into an Italian protectorate om the analogy of Morocco. 
Provided that complete control of the headwaters of the Nile waa 
guaranteed, the British Government agreed to ‘“ racogmise an 
exclusive Italian economic influence in the west of Abyssinia and in 
the whole of the territory to be crossed by the railway [from Eritrea 
to Somaliland). They would further promise to support with the 
Abyssinian Government all Italian requests for economic concessions 
in the above zone.” 

When these negotiations became known to the other two 
interested governments, they evoked from Abyssinia a shrill protest 
to the League of Nations and some distrust in the mind of the French 
Government, which Sir Austen Chamberlain did not find it easy to 
allay. His oxplanation to the House of Commons stated that “ the 
Anglo-Italian notes do not ‘reserve’ any part of Abyssinia to Italian 
economic influence" and that “the agreement imposes no obligation 
on any ono except the British Government, who, im return for the 
Italian undertakings in regard to Lake Tana, engaged not to compete 
or to support competition with Italian enterprises in the region 
epecified." 

The official Italian explanation must have been even less comfort- 
ing to Abyssinia. To the plain reader it carries no assurance against 
ulterior dezigns. The essential sentences state : 

“ As regards the recognition by the British Government of an 
exclusive aphere of Italian economic influence in certain parts of 
Abyssinia, it is clear that this constitutes an agreement which ts 
binding solely on the Italian and British Governments; it cannot 
detract from the right of the Abyssinian Government to take such 
decisions a3 it may think fit, or limit the possible action of third parties, 

"Tt is a guarantee of an economic nature obtained for Italian 
enterprises ag against British enterprises in order to avoid 
competition which might imperil the success of these enterprises 
and hinder that development of local resources which it may well be 
in the interests of Abyssinia to assist and promote.” Two passing 
commenta may be made: (i) Similar agreements and guarantecs 
had given Italy, Eritrea and Somaliland. (i) It is impossible to 
imagine such a negotiation in respect of any other State member of the 
League of Nations, say, Jugoslavia. 
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Reassured by the League of Nations publication of this 
correspondence, which he regarded as « enfeguard of the integrity and 
sovereignty of his country, Ras Tafari signed a Iwenty-year Pact of 
friendship and arbitration with Italy on and August, 1928, that is, 
two months before his coronation as Negus (King). This Pact was 
officially reaffirmed by both Governments at Rome on 2th September, 
1934. The vital article in respect of the present conflicts is Article 
¥, which states : 

“ Both Governments undertake fo submit to a procedure of 
conciliation and arbitration disputes which may arise between them 
aul which it may not have heen possible to settle by ordinary diplo- 
matic methods, without having recourse fo anned force." 

At the same time o convention was signed to enable the 
construction of a motor road from Addis Ababa to Assnb in Eritrea 
and the lease to Abyasinin of land for a free wharf at that port. 
But this convention has never been implemented. 

In 1930 it was agreed by the interested Powers that the Brussels 
Act of 1890, for the preservation of African populations against 
nefarious traffic in arms, should no longer be applied to Abyssinia 
in view of her membership of the League of Nations, So in August of 
that year Great Britain, France, Italy and Abyssinia signed a new 
treaty, which snabled the Abyssinian Government to buy arms abroud 
upon a sealed order of the Emperor. Article IX stated that “ if the 
attitude or disturbed condition of Ethiopia constitutes a threat to 
peace or public order, the authorities of the adjacent territories 
shall refuse to outhorise the transit until this threat has ceased to 
exist.” But im such case the delivery of arms would be 
permitted to the “legitimate authorities in Ethiopia” for “ the 
maintenance of public order,” 

French interests in Abyssinia are apparently limited to the 
Jibuti-Addis Ababa railway; British interesta are limited to the 
preservation of the headwaters of the Nile after the satisfaction of 
local Abyssinian needs; Italian interests consist of unstated aspira- 
tions, Japan also has an interest, She supplies the great majority 
of Abyssinian imports, 

Japan and Abyssinia signed a Treaty of Friendship in 1930, 
ratified in 1932, The Japanese are naturally concerned for their 
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Abyssinian market and in the present conflict are strongly pro- 
Abyssinian in sentiment. An “ Ethiopian Problems Society" has 
recently been formed in Japan, strongly supported by the Black 
Dragon Society (a national propagandist body), and by the Japan 
Production Party, which on 24th July last denounced Italy's method 
and demanded the withdrawal of Italian troops. In the same month 
the Japanese Government officially denied a report from Rome that 
Japan had assured Italy that she would not interfere with Itahan 
activities in Abyssinin, This unleashed againat Japan the Italian 
preas, which is apparently sometimes allowed unrestrained freedom 
of expression. 


Fil—The Present Conjlict. 

The ostensible reason for the Italian invasion of Abyssinia is 
connected with the nomadic habita of Somalis, which have no regard 
for arbitrary frontiers. 

In 1994 a Joint Anglo-Abyssinian Delimitation Commission was 
appointed to fix the frontier with British Fomaliland and to examine 
on the apot the seasonal wanderings of local tribes which might cross 
the fr yntier from pasture to pasture. When this Commission reached 
Wal Wal on 23rd November, 1994, they found it occupied by an 
Italian military post, of which the Commanding Officer received them 
with extreme hostility and discourtesy. The British Commissioner, 
Colonel Clifford withdrew, later reporting the eprode indignantly 
to his Government. The Abyssinian Commissioner remained with his 
escort on this threatened Abyssinian territory, as he had every reason 
to regard it. 

The clash between the Italian and Abyssinian detachments 
occurred on Sth December without an ‘mpartial eye-witness, There 
‘a no detached evidence that the Abyssinian force took the 
offensive, which they deny and the Italians assert. The Abyssinian 
Government proposed arbitration in accordance with the Treaty of 
1928, but the Italian Government refused this and demanded an 
apology, punishment of the offenders, a salute to the Italian flag at 
Wal Wal and £20,000 in compensation, On ldth December the 
Abyssinian Government placed the situation before the League and 
on Srd January, 1935, formally sought the intervention of the League 
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in terms of Article XT of the Covenant,* 

On 19th Jannary the two Governmenta were induced from 
Geneva to negotiate in the spirit of their Treaty of 1928; but on 
29th January another clash ocourred at Afdub and on 11th February 
the Italian Government announced the mobilisation of two divisions 
(30,000 men). But on 4th March the two Governments agreed to 
concert in establishing a neutral gone in the area of contention, 
The Italian Government obstructed this procedure and on 17th 
March Abyssinia again appealed to the Leaguo in terms of Articles X 
and XV of the Covenant.} 

The appointment of a Commission of Conciliation was resolutely 
obstructed by the Italian Government and it was plain from the 
outset that its efforts would be onllified, as proved the event. 

Both Governments were now preparing for war—Italy to exact 
retribution for an insult to her dignity, Abyssinia to defend her very 
existence as a State. On 13th May the Emperor appealed a third 
time to the League to protect the sovereignty and integrity of his 
country against Italian aggression. 

The Council of the League met on 25th May and ordered that a 
Commission of Conciliation in terma of the Treaty of 1928 should 
meet and that, if this Commission should not havereached a settlement 
by 26th July, the Council should then reassemble in order to devise 
some other peaceful solution. On the eve of the meeting of the 
League Council on 25th May 8. Mussolini had made an arrogant 
and uncompromising speech; but he recognised that the League 
was competent to review the issue and he accepted ita proposal. 
Abyssinia requested impartial arbitration and asked for the despatch 
of neutral observers to the disputed area. 

On 24-25th June Mr, Eden, on behalf of the British Government, 
aurested to 8. Mussolini at Rome a compromise, Great Britain ceding 


® Article XE, 2: “Ib is alsa declared to be the friendly Fight of each member 
of the League to bring to the attention of the Assembly of of the Council any 
circumstances whatever alfeoting international relations whith threaten to distarh 
ioe peace or the cm understamiling between nations upon which peace 
Tt Article X. “The members of the undertake to teepeol and peserro 
— external aggression the territorial Integn and existi Litiea 
mienoa of all mombers of the League si a nih 
Fiigks XV is wo Long article which gi ‘the marasarea by whith Ube Couneil 
of the Assembly shall oxamine and settlo » dlepote which fo likely otherwise to 
involve a menber in international war. 
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to Abyssinia the port of Zeila with a corridor, and Abyssinia making 
territorial concessions to Italy in return. This proposal was rejected 
by the Italian Government and it must be remarked that it was 
scarcely relevant to the ostensible cause of the dispute. 

An appeal by Abyssinia to the United States Government on 4th 
July to place the obligations of the (Kellogg-Briand) Pact of Paris 
before the Italian Government was met by an evasion and a pious 
hope for the maintenance of peace. 

During these weeks the Conciliation Commission proceeded 
towards an inevitable deadlock, which the Italian delogates were 
obviously instructed to ensure. On 3rd August the Council of the 
League met again to consider the problem. Its objects, of course, 
were to rencha mutually acceptable settlement by arbitration and to 
arrest resort to force. After making various conditions, the Italian 
Government sent Baron Aloisi as its representative on the Council. 
But the Council could only recommend, (i) a resumption of the 
negotiations of the Commission of Conciliation, with a provision 
that the sovereignty of the disputed area of Ogaden should not be o 
subject of discussion; and (it) a discussion by the three Powers 
signatory to the Treaty of 1906. Both these measures were under- 
taken; both failed. 

Italy had never stated her case; she had merely seized 
certain territory, had delivered ex-parle judgment on a hostile 
encounter, and had demanded the humiliation of Abyssinia, 
without giving form to any possible ulterior designs, and by this 
‘attitude she had alienated the sympathics of almost the whole 
civilised world, But on 31st July an article in the “ Popoloe 
d'Italia," which was universally accepted as 8. Mussolini's 
composition, expounded his real aims : 

“ Slavery exists in Abyssinia. ...but it is not for that reason that 
Italy is preparing herself for action....Nor is the question of race 
an essential argument....Not even civilisation is the object that Italy 
has in view. 

“ The essential arguments, absolutely unanswerable, are two: the 
vital needs of the Italinn people and their security in East Africa.... 

“The solution of the problem can only be totalitarian. Any 
action of expansion or any protectorate must be accompanied by 
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mulitary measures. Italy is the only judge of her security in East 
Africa, Put in military terms, the Italo-Abyssinian problem is 
simplicity and logic itself. The problem admits of only ono 
solution, with Geneva, without Genova, or apainst Geneva.” 

In short, the Wal Wal incident was a mere excuse, which 8, 
Mussolini now cast aside, The Treaty of 1998 has been scrapped. 
Italy must have room for the expansion of her population and her 
political system, Abyssinia affords such room and the Dictator 
intends to absorb it by force. 

In August both the Commission of Conciliation and the Three- 
Power conversations collapsed. 

We have now entered into the stage of the past two months, 
which is fresh in everyone's memory and can bo very briefly 
Summarised. 

The Council and Assembly of the League met in September and, 
acting with unwonted energy, unanimously declared Italy the 
aggressor nation in terms of Article XVI of the Covenant* and are 
now procttding by a series of committees to apply the sanctions 
authorised by that Article. 


Pili—Observations upon the issue. 

At this point my simple function of expositor is concluded. But 
my audience may wish mo to comment personally upon the problem. 
In that case [ shall confine myself to reminding you of factors which 
may be overlooked in the heat of political partisanship. 

(¥). The sympathy of practically the whole world outside Italy 
is with Abyssinia ; but we should not on that account wish to support 
Abyssinia in its present condition, which isin most respects deplorable 
and utterly unsuitable to a member of the League of Nations, Nor 
should we assume that Italy has nocaseto support. Her argument 
is the same as that which led the early Aryan people into India and 
the European peoples to America, 

+ Article XVL L “Should scene od the resort to war in 
disregard of ite corenant umler A a XII, XU and XV, it shall ipso facto bo 
deemed to have committed an act of war against allother members of the 
which hereby undertake inumediately to mahpect it to the severance ofall trade o¢ 
financial relations, the prokibition of all intercouren betwoon thelr nations and the 
mitionsls of the carenant. bres! State, amd the prevention of all fnanclal, 


commercial of personal intercourse between the national of the oovenant-breaking 
State and the nationals of any other State whether members of the League or net. 
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(ii), The Lengue of Nations cannot adopt a really aatisiactory 
policy in problema like the present so long as the relations of nations 
are determined by the territorial distribution of 1919. We must 
contemplate, for example, an even stronger national demand from 
Germany in the near future. 

(ii). Although the circumstances in each case are somewhat 
different, can Italy acquiesce in the arrest of her expansion in 
Abyssinia, when she has seen Japan proceeding with her designs in 
Manchuria? We must answer as natoralists, not as moralista. 

(iv). The Italians have not yet conquered Abyssinia. If they 
persist in the project, we may need to draw no moral. The economic 
condition of Italy has been steadily becoming more critical.* 

(e). The sanctions under Article XVI of the Covenant, if applied 
with a reasonable degree of completeness, will have o far more 
powerful effect than is at present contemplated by many people. 

Sources of Information. 

A complete collection of the treaties relating to Abyssinm up to 
1909, so far as they had then been published, is available in Hertslet's 
“ Mapof Africa by Treaty,” which formsa pendant to his monumental 
work, “ The Map of Europe by Treaty.” 

Later documents will be found in the official publications of the 
League of Nations, such as the Treaty Series and the official Journal. 

The annual “ Survey of International Affairs” has recorded the 
foreign relations of Abyssinia since the ond of the Great War. 

An admirable analysis of the Abyssinian question has been made 
in Information Department Paper No. 16, “Italy and Abyssinia ” 
(sccond edition, August, 1935), published by the Royal Institute of 
International Affairs. The subject has also been well treated in 
a pamphlet, “The Abyssinian Dispute” (fourth edition, August, 
1996), published by the League of Nations Union of Great Britain. 

Authoritative articles on the subject have been published during 
the present year by “The Times" and “The Daily Telegraph 
(London) and “The Manchester Guardian.” 

The unofficial views of the Italian Government upon the dispute 
have been published in a succession of “inspired articles in the 
“ Popolo d'Italia * (Rome) and the “ Corriere della Sera ” (Milan). 


rn ned win Amann 
*« 'Tke Economie and Financial lon af Italy," (revived clition, August, 
1935), published by the Royal Institute of towel Affairs. 
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Various recently published books recording the writers’ personal 
experience of Abyssinia, such as L, M. Neshitt’s “ Desert and Forest" 
(Cape, 1934), and L, Farago's “ Abyasinia on the Eve” (Putnam,1905), 
contain much useful information, 
J. F. BRUCE. 


THE CI8-SUTLEJ 8TATES AND THE FIRST SIKH WAR 


The Cis-Sutle] States came under the protection of the British 
Government in 1809, when a proclamation was issued by the latter 
assuring the Chiefs of Malwa and Sirhind that they would “in future 
be secured from the authority and influence of Maharaja Ranjit 
Singh."* The territories of the Chiefs thus taken under protection 
were “exempted from all pecuniary tribute to the British Govern- 
ment.”"? The Chiefs remained “in the full exercise of the sama 
righta and authority in their own possessions which they enjoyed before 
they were received under the British protection.” % 

The British Government as a return for these privileges sought 
that— 

(a) “Should o British forea on purposes of general welfare be 
required to march throngh the country of the said Chiafs, 
it 13 necessary and incumbent that every Chief shall within 
his own possessions assist and furnish to the full of his power 
such force with supplies of grain and other necessaries, which 
may be demanded ; 4 

(6) “Should an enemy approach from any quarter for the 
purpose of conquering the country, friendship and mutual 
interest require that the Chiefs join the British army with 
all their forces, and exerting themselves in expelling the 
onemy act under discipline and proper obedience ;5 

(c} “ AIL Europe articles brought by merchants from the 
eastern cistricta for the use of the army shall be allowed 
to pass by the Phanadars and Sayerdars of the several 
Chiefs, without molestation and the demand of duty ;* 
and 


1, Panjab Government Heconts (E: a, R.) Vol. IL. Ludhiana , 1808— 
1a15, Priated at the Panjab Government Pros, Lahore, in 1911. tter No. £2. 
of an fitclal-nameh wildreased to the Chieti of the country of Malwa 

Birhi on this side of the Etver Sutlej, dated 2nd May, 1808. Art. 1. 
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id) " All horses purchased for the use of the Cavalry regimenta, 
whether in the district of Sirhind or elsewhere, the bringers 
of which being provided with sealed rahdaries from the 
Resident at Delhi or Officer Commanding at Sirhind, shall 
be allowed to pass through the country of the Chiefs without 
molestation or the demand of duty," 

But no sooner were the Chicfs relieved of their fears of Ranjit 
Singh than the more turbulent among them began to prey upon one 
another, or upon their weaker neighbours ; and another proclamation 
was issued by the British Government protecting the states from one 
another. # 

But for the disputes regarding boundaries of their estates, 
succession and escheats, the Cie-Sutlej Chiefs enjoyed a period of peace 
and security for thirty-six years from 1809 to 1845. They were 
protected from foreign aggression and were exempted from all 
pecuniary tribute to the British Government. “ They were required 
to aid the British with all their force in the event of war: but no 
special contingent had been fixed and through all these years no 
occasion had arisen to test their fidelity and gratitude.”* But when 
on occasion did arise during the Firat Sikh War to test their fidelity 
and gratitude, they were found wanting. 

The following account of the conduct of the Protected Cis-Sutlej 
Chiefs and their subjects during the First Sikh War is extracted from 
the MS. report.on the subject by Lieut.-Col. H. M. Lawrence, C.B., 
Agent to the Governor-General, N. W. Frontier. 4 

“ There can, I fear, be but little doubt that the feelings of the great 
mass of the Cis-Sutlej] population without any reference to the 
disposition to their rulers, were decidedly hostile to the British 
Government. 

"A large proportion of that population is of the Jat caste which 
has been a fertile source of soldiers and votaries of the Sikh cause, 


1, Ibid. Art. 

/_ FG. &. Val TT op. cit, Letter So. 128. Proclamation for the laformation 
and aamirance of the Protected Chiefs of the plaing hetween tho Sutlej and Jumna, 
dafed 22ed Auguvt, LAlt. 
on The I of the Panjab, Lopal H. Griffin, p 1838, Trobner & Co,, Lomdon, 

* F.G. ER. Pros List Vol. IX ay No, 2B. Letter No. 214, dated 29th 
rae 1540. From Léeut,-Col. M. Lawreace, Agent to Governor-(eneral, 

or to F. Carris, Esqr., Seccctary to ihe Government of India with the Governer- 
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The majority of the remainder are Dogurs, Rangura and Gujara, all 
predatory tribes, delighting in and accustomed in all ages to plunder 
both friends and enemies, both rulera and invaders, as the armies of 
one or other have periodically desolated the banks of the Sutlej....1t 
was estimated that from ten to fifteen thousand of the inhabitants of 
the (Cis-Sutlej States, chiefly of Jat extraction, were serving in the 
Lahore ranks at the commencement of the War. It was then but 
natural that the semindara of every villnge should hope success to 
the cause on which depended the fortunes of their friends and 
relatives. Moreover, they had everything to expect and nothing to 
fear from the Lahore Government of whose munificence they had 
heard much, of whose trranny under British protection they knew 
nothing. On the other hand they were ignorant of the advantages 
of British Government: for as the Paramount Power we have 
protested them only from foreign aggression and not from domestic 
tyranny. 

“Tt is possible that the Chiefs alone were ignorant of the coming 
storm, that they alone had never condeacended to enquire into what 
must have been the prevailing topic of conversation among their 
subjects, Yet from not one Chief did we receive any information of 
the intentions of the enemy or of the hostile feelings of the Cis-Sutle) 
population, This charge then applies equally to every Chieftain, 
and if my views be correct, every Chieftain is obnoxious to the 
accusation of having been (prior to the outbreak of hostilities) at 
least lukewarm and indifferent.* 


“The Protected Chiefs are bound to assist the British Government 
in time of war tothe best of their ability, to furnish information, for- 
ward supplies, and join their contingents to the British force. The 
obligation to furnish information is not specially mentioned in the 
Treaty, but is implied, Indeed it would be a strange fidelity that 
réfused to give warning of coming danger. 


See ee ee 


4, "Major Mackeson in paragraph 11 of bia réport mentions his own experience 

of the general feeling, and shows clearly that in consequence of the number of Cix- 

Sutlej sokliers in tho Lahore service, every ee ae have been cognizant of the 

intentions of tho Khalsa force."—P. G. BR. Preas List Vol. IX. Scrial No. 800. Ma. 

Letter No. 7, dated 21th July, 1846. From Majer F. Mackeson, Commissioner armel 

Supceiatondesh Sewn territories to Major H. Mf. Lawrence, Agent, Goverwor- 
CHCTo, + c] 1 c | 
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“The geographical position of the Protected States, between 
own territory and the scene of action, rendered the question of 
supplies a most important one. As a general rule, however, with a 
few exceptions, amall supplies were sent in till the contest had been 
virtually decided by the victories of Aliwal and Sobraon. Then, 
where before had been indifference, if not open hostility, all was zeal 
and devotion; and an examination of dates will show that the Sikh 
Chieftains were obedient only when they considered us,in a position 
to enforee obedience. 

“ Of the contingenta (which the Protected Chiefs were bound to 
furnish) it will be sufficient to remark how that some fought against 
us, and many never appeared at all, Even those that did join our 
army were bat little to be depended upon, and such was their want of 
discipline and equipment that had they been faithful, they had still 
been useless. 

“The least that the British Government had a right to expect 
from the Protected Chieftains was that they ahould protect the roads 
in our rear, and restrain their subjects from robbery and pillage. 
But in most cases the Chiefs seemed, on the outhreak of hostilities, 
to have suspended all civil control in their own states, except when 
it conkd be employed with effect to keep back the supplies required 
by the British army. 

"Tt must be borne in mind that these acta of the Chieftains were 
in the face of continued ordera sent from the various officers of the 
Agency, who spared no pains to impress on the minds of all the 
necessity of obedience and the consequences of neglect. 

“Such facts cannot fail, I think, to convince the Government 
that all the Protected States have more or less failed in fulfilling 
these obligations to our Government and that we have little reason 
to be satisfied even with the best disposed. Under these circumstances, 
I agree with Major Mackeson that we may improve the present 
opportunity to place our relations with the various Chieftains on a 
more satisfactory footing, and that in doing so we shall not be acting 
contrary to the provisions of the proclamation and engagements with 
the several Chiefs, I venture therefore to suggest a few alterations 
which may be satisfactorily put in force at once. 
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“In the first place I would suggest that, with the following 
exceptions, all transit and custom duties should be abolished between 
the Jumna and the Satlej. The conduct of the Chieftains has been 
auch that they cannot claim compensation, and the nature of the 
order will show that the Government doea not seek any pecuniary 
advantage, but makes the punishment of their misconduct a means of 
benefit to the mercantile classes. On the advantage of such a change 
and on the stimulus it would give to commerce, I need not 
dilate; by the present system trade has been virtually dostroyed, 
nor can there be much hope of its revival except by such measure. 

“Tn the second place as the contingents of all the Chiefs were 
found more or less disaffected or useless, it would be unwise to expect 
assistance from them in any future war, I propose, therefore, that 
with the undermentioned exceptions, the contingents be commuted to 
& money papment, 

“The states of Patinla, Jheand, Fureedkote, Mullair Kotla, 
Rai Kote, Chickrowlee (Kulsen), Booreah (Dyalghur) are the only 
states that on the most liberal interpretation, behaved well, I 
recommend that negotintions be entered into with them for the 
removal of all custom duties on the terms of giving the states a fall 
equivalent im lands for loss incurred thereby. I further recommend 
that the contingents of Kulsea, Rai Kote, and Booreah (amounting 
in all to Foot 45, Horse 23) be excused during peace ond that 
Pattiala, Jheend, Furreedkote, amd Mullair Kotla continue on the 
old footing. . 

The Governor-General, Sit Henry Hardings, after studying care- 
folly Lawrence's report and other relevant papers, recorded a minute, 
of which the following extract shows his views on the sentiments of 
the Chiefs and the people of the Cis-Sutle) States during the War 
ond the policy necessary to adopt towards them in future. * 

1. “ [tis impossible to read the reports drawn up by Lieutenant 
Colonel Lawrence, C.B.,? and Major Mackeson, C.B.,? and to examine 


12. G. B. Press List Vol. [X. Serial No. 247. MS. Lotter No. 48, dated 


1th Norember, 1846, From F. Currie, Esgr., Sceretary to tha Government of India 
with the Governor-General, en Department to Llent.eCol. H. M. Lawrence, 
Agent, Goremor-diencral, N. W 

1 PG. RR. Breas List Vol. TX, Serial No. 235. Letter No. S14, dated 29th 
September, 1646. From Liewt-Col. H. M. Lawrenoe, to Governor-General, 
. pall F. fo F. Currie, Eage., Scerstary to the Governmont of India with the Governor- 
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the documents by which their proposals ara supported, without 
coming to the conclusion that it is the duty of the Government of 
India to correct the inefficiency and danger inherent in the present 
system of our relations with the Sikh Protected States, provided 
the remedies to be applied can be reconciled with justice and gol 
faith, 

2. “This syste has lasted for nearly forty years, during 
which period, judging from the experience of the last campaign, no 
progress has been made in gaining the attachment of the Sikh popula- 
tion under British protection, The people seldom have any 
opportunity of feeling the benefits of British rule, being in all their 
internal affairs governed by their own native Chiefs. Although af 
warlike and predatory habits, they were never talen into our service, 
whilst their own national and religions feelings disposed them to 
consider the Sikh army, into whose ranks they were admitted by 
thousands, as composed of friends and relations. Tho Panchayat 
system—good pay and loose discipline—was infinitely more agreenble 
to their habits than the stricter system of our regular system. 

3. “ Our protection was felt by the Chiefs during Ranjit Singh's 
career of conquest, but as regards the people of these States, our 
intercourse was not of a nature, by the benefits we could confer, to 
secure their attachment. 

4. “Every village had some relations in the Sikh ranks, and if 
questioned by our officers to what regiment he belonged, the soldier 
usually replied in a tone of defiance that he was a soldier of the 
Khalsa army on furlough at his native home. On the breaking 
out of the war, these men came over to their villages as emissarica, 
and whenever the hostile feeling against the British Government 
could be prudently exerted, no occasion was omitted for so doing by 
intercepting stragglers and plundering baggage. Even in the case 
of the troops of the Maharaja of Pattiala, the most faithful of our 
adherents, when the affair of Buddeowal was going against us and 
the baggage was sent off from the main body, the whole of the Pattiala 
cavalry, about 200 in number, went over bodily to the enemy, and the 
villagers in the rear cut up our sick and plundered the camp-followers. 
This force employed at Loodiana conveyed daily information to the 
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enemy. I notice these facta because this contingent was eateamed 
to be the most trustworthy, in consequence of the fidelity of their 
Chief to the British cause. 

5. “It is scarcely necessary to dwell upon the fact that the 
hearta of the Sikh population in our Protected States were with the 
men of their own tribe and sect, and decidedly averae to the British 
Government. 

6. “The disaffection to the British power, which for yeara had 
protected them may be aaid to have been almost universal from the 
Jamna to the Sutlej, with the exception of a few villages which for 
years had been administered by Eritish officers. 

7. “ The great majority of the petty Chiefs, some of whom held 
offices at Lahore, and to many of whom the Lahore service held out 
the progpect of making their fortunes, were as adverse as their own 
ryota to the British Government, in fact, neither these petty Chiefs 
nor their ryota derive any direct and manifest advantages from British 
protection. The door for employment with us is closed against them, 
with the Lahore Government it was open. 

8. “ Throughout the Lahore districts and the Aloowala estates, 
now about to be brought under the direct superintendence of British 
officers, the case will be different. Liberal assessments and strict justice 
over the Bikh States ceded to us, will, I should hope, in a short time 
ereate a feeling very favourable to British rule, as contrasted with that 
of the native Chiefs. The estates now belonging to the East India 
Company will comprise about one-half of the territory between the 
Jamna and the Sutlej, 

9. “But these papers dernonstrate that the hostility was not 
confined to the leas wealthy Chiefs. 

LO. “The Raja of Ladwa, with an estate of £10,000 a year, 
almost openly avowed his treason, and, after a time, went over to the 
enemy with all his troops and artillery. 

li. “ The Raja of Nabha, with an estate of £40,000 a year, did 
not hesitate openly to defy the British Authorities by a total disregard 
of the orders he received. 

12. “ At the time when this hostile feeling was so unequivocally 
expressed, the British army had been successful in capturing 100 


= a Pe a te 


—_ 


a, 








= 


CI8-SUTLEJ STATES AND THE FIRST SIKH WAR 15] 
pieces of the enemy's artillery, and in compelling the Sikh army to 
cross the Sutlej. 

13. “ There can be no doubt, if we had suffered reverses, that, 
ag in the case of the Pattiala troops at Buddeewal, the contingents 
would have joined the enemy, and we should have had a general 
rising of the population in our rear as far east as Kurnal, entting off 
our supplies and our amall detachments, and making war upon us to 
the knife. 

14. “ When the war suddenly broke out I felt, notwithstanding 
this hostile feeling on the part of the population, that it was quite 
imposible to apply a military remedy by detachments in sufficient 
strength to keep up our communication with the rear. This could 
only be partially and occasionally done by the regiments marching 
up to the south, no detached forcea could be afforded of sufficient 
strength. It was absolutely necessary to concentrate overy man where 
the battle was to be fought, against o well-appointed and well-drilled 
army, inferior to none in Asia for its courage and its national pride, 
and superior to every other native army except oor own, from ita 
European system of discipline. 

15. “ Minor points were risked by bringing away 6,000 men and 
12 field guns from Loodiana ; the same measure waa adopted at 
Ferozepur on the 21st December, and my deliberate conviction is, that 
if the British army had concentrated its forees on Ambala, allowing 
the Sikh army to advance through the protected States to meet ua, 
then the whole population would have risen in arms against ws. 

16. “I state this conviction in reference to the policy of the 
questions now before me in these reports. 

17. “ There can be no doubt that the -ecurity of this part of th- 
country demands a modification of the existing system, asfar as 
ean be effected, consistently with good faith and an adherence to 
treaty. 

18. “These papers incontrovertibly show the existence of a 
disaffected fecling on the part of the Chiefs and the people, either by 
overt acts, or by neglecting to obey orders, which they were lawfully 
bound to fulfil. 

19. “The refusal to obey the orders piven to afford supplics, and 
to join the British army with their contingents, is clearly established 
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by proof, The evidence is ample to justify the general measures 
proposed of no longer permitting these States to raise contingents of 
their own, but to pay to the British Government a ratable annual 
sum in lien of personal service. These contingents were not forth- 
coming when wanted: the disobedience was wilful and almost 
universal, and by the 4th and Sth Articles of the Declaration of 
Protection, these obligations are laid down in the most precise terms— 
viz., that the contingents are bound to join the British forces in a war, 
and their Chiefs to provide aupplies.! This betrayal of their duty did 
not ariae from any want of power to fulfil the requisitions made on 
them. Supplies came in most abundantly a3 soon os the struggle was 
decided, and not before, 

20. The delay was persisted in for the purpose of impeding the 
operations of the British army ata most important crisis, by crippling 
our means of movement; and after the experience of the past, it 
can never be tolerated that the territories under British protection, 
who pay no taxes and contribute nothing to the State, shall furnish 
from 10,000 to 15,000 soldiers to the ranks of a neighbouring power, 
amd shall, in time of war, evade, with impunity, to fulfil the very 
mdlerate demands which the paramount power has thought it right 
to exact. 

91. “ These States have, in reality (with very few exceptions), 
forfeited their privileges by their repeated acts of disaffection and 
disobedience during the war; they have shown that their contingents 
are not to be depended upon; they cannot be distinguished from the 
enemy; they are neither an efficient nor a faithful force; and are 
worse than useless, for they are positively dangerous, 

22, “To abolish the oxisting practice of each petty Chief 
furnishing his contingent for the service of the paramount power, 
and substituting in lieu of it local corps, commanded by our European 
officers, recruited from the Sikh population, and pail by the Bikh 
Chiefs indirectly, will, to a certam oxtent, remedy the mischief of the 
present system. 

23. “I therefore, without hesitation, sanction the proposition 
that the moderate rate proposed shall be taken in commutation of 
personal service, making the exceptions recommended by the 
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Political Agent, and including the Chief of Mamdot in the number of 
the excepted Chiefs. 

24, ““Talso sanction, on tho same gromid—tiz., that these 
States have forfeited their privileges hy their disohedience—the 
abolition of all transit and custom duties, which, levied through 
ao many independent small States, is a system most ruinons to tha 
trade of the country, and ought to be, as it hos been in our Provinces, 
abolished, I approve of the exceptions to be made in favour of the 
Chiefs who conducted themaelves with loyalty to the British Govern- 
ment, and I trust the equivalents for their loss by the abolition will 
be given 0 a8 to afford antisfaction, 

25. “To also entirely approve of the proposal to take this 
opportunity of settling the rules of aucecasion to property, hy a 
recorded declaration of what the rulo is to bo for the future in the 
familios of the Inndholdors....... 

27. “ With regard to paras. 16 and 17, Sr to resume all 
the Sikh Protected States, and then granting new Sanada from the 
Government, I consider the samo onda will he obtained by carrying 
out the proposala of the Politienl Agent, as detailed in the preceding 
paras. 16 and 17 which I have sanctioned. A goneral measure of 
resumption would create alarm, and must he preceeded by a public 
declaration of the disloyalty of the largest portion of the Sikh 
Protected States, oxplaining the grounds of forfeiture, which general 
measure, not being absolutely necessary, had better be avouled. 
The object in view seems to bo aa well obtained without it, 

23. “ [therefore prefer to apply the remedies proposed, aa being 
justified by the miscondect of the Chiefs during the late war, 
without procliiming that misconduct to all Tndin, 

20. “ The preceeding observations apply to the general meaaure 
propose”! 

Rilited by— 
R. R. SETHL 
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P.U.L. .- .. Panjab University Library. 
PPL... .. Panjab Public Library. 

I. 0. os .» India Office Library. 

B. M. ae .. British Museum. 


The Panjab University Library contains a beautifully written 
manuscript! of Tarikh--Panjah (History of the Panjab) by Gholam 
Muhayy'ud-Din, surnamed Bati Shah, of Ludhiing, The author is 
silent about himeelf in this book and nothing can be traced about him 
from the sourcea extant, It appears that the author was well known 
im his time, for J. D. Cunningham, in his book®, refers to him as 
follows: “Capt. Murray, the political agent at Ambila, and Capt. 
Wade, the political agent at Ludhiana, cach wrote a narrative of tho 
life of Ranjit Singh...........The two narratives in question were, 
indeed, mainly prepared from accounts drawn up by intelligent 
Indians, at the requisition of the English functionaries, and of these the 
chronicles of Buta Shih, a Muhammadan, and Sohan Lal, o Hindu, 
are the best known, and may be had for purchaso,” 

It is mentioned in the P.U.L.MS. (though not in any other MS.} 
that the book waa written by the order of George Russell Clerk, tho 
then Agent to the Governor-General? (P. U. L. ME&., £. 2). 

The statement is borne out by J. D. Cunningham, who mentions 
that the accounts wore drawn up ‘at the requisition of the English 
functionaries * (p. 191, £. n.). 

Unlike the chronicles of the Mughal period, this history is written 
in a direct and lucid style, The author rightly takes credit, at the 
opening of the book, for boing the first to write a history of the 
Panjib, which he narrates from the earliest times down to A. D, 1840. 

There are three other complete MBS, known besides the P. U. L. 
MS, One is in the Panjib Public Library, Lahore; another in the 
ee = No. ‘A Ape IIL, 8; ff. 618; written in Nnata'ltq ; sizo 14} in. by 7 in.; 27 Hove, 

Ad of the Sikls, 1918, p. 101, n. 

_ Gi aamell Clark was a pipe Agent at Lodhiina in 1895 Vilkrami 
(=A. D. 1898), (\Umdate't-Tawdrfkh, 1888, Vol. TV, Book 3, p. 50)and later on 
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British Museum ; a third inthe India Office Library. Two fragments 
of this voluminous work are also extant. One belongs to Mr. H. MM. 
Shairini, Oriental Collegs, Lahore, the other ia in the Panjab 
University Library. The former comprises the first section of the 
hook; the latter contains only the last section but one. 

Date of composition. 

Dr. Rieu im his Catalogue of Persian MSS., iii, 953 a, mentions 
that the chronicle was completed in A. H. 1264 (A.D. 1847), Ethé 
supports (or copies) him in 1.0. Library Catalogue (i, 197), Both of 
them have arrived at this date by misinterpreting the chronogram 
given at the beginning of the book, which runs as follows— 

pal ET re Amy | pod Cael i) alo pu" 
lay eis bi unl ge oe Lye 
Oley pee jlo amy 
lil Se Lay _Jl- pe 
Hart 94 HD pe taba, a 
afl Uaile a} obs jy) ed, 
yiste y pe tcl alae) 5 
(FP. P. L. MB. £ 2). 

This gives the date of completion as A. H. 1258 (= A. D, 1842). 

Rieu and Ethé have probably read the last couplet as follows : 

tl Ub ele 5) pd, 

plate > thes dlgel } 
and have come to the conclusion that the book was completed in 
A. H. 1264 =(A. D. 1847). But there is no such word as el 
and the couplet yields no senso. 

Internal evidence shows that the book was actually being 
written in A. D. 1840. 

The following occurs on f. 66 of the P. U. L. MS: 

tt! ped y AS | cg PAIS See CA Sle yo dal a)’ 
‘gael css By 

Tr. “ Last year in A. D. 1839 the fort fof Bhakhar]) came into the 

possession of the officers of the Company." 


= es ae 





1, Thea versa do wat cooar in the P. U. L L. M&. 
+ De, Rica has apparently conjectored that ely is the pharalof ls , which js 


grammatically wrong. 
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Further on the author mentions the Hijra and Vikrami years as 
follows : 
Yay ey g Blapheg Oe 90 9 Nhe A ney Tl af yphf] GB 
(PF. U. L. MS. f. 558). 
Tr. “ Now the Hijra year has reached 1257" 
Again :— 
‘ydiaes pd yt abby y Oyd y he eentig y 9) fr 8 yyfuhe naw yA?” 
(Tbid.) 
Tr. “ Now the said year [Vikrami] is written as 1893." 
Both these years correspond to A. D, 1841, which shows that the 
author continued to write the book in A. D. 1841. 
To sum up, the chronicle was begun somewhere in 1840 and was 
completed in 1842, 
Contents. 
The P, U. L. MS. consists of a Muqaddima (Introduction), five 
Daftara (Booka), and a Khitima (Epilogue). 
Introduction. 
(#. 1—42). 
shodly fully Vy) tend Bay golem ile aye Spal be 
shed Baye GT climle J le y pili 64 5 ol] pile y ge sls tle awe 
=a g bead piogd y GIT Gaye Jyh, tle 3 'ytilo ules 
a ous] sf 5 ples} 5 el a : aly why a Bayye* 
The historical geography of the Panjib is given in full detail in 
the Introduction, The anthor begins with the sources of the rivers of 
the Panjab, and describes their courses. After giving the length and 
breadth of the five Doibs of the Panjib, he mentions all the important 
towns and cities of every Doaib, ond some light is thrown on their 
historical importance. 


Book I. 
(#, 48—618.) 
wy) yt Fg geet L1OH 5 ope SUaP Ube! ol 2 
pl fled gybeegd apd as Niyaly Ay yh! wllid ye tej dg) Ea, 
= ah OF | Maa 
An account of Hindi Rijas from the beginning of the reign of 
Raja ShibGman! (supposed to he the first ruler of the world, according 
Do. MS, B.A. MS, and P,P. L. MA read it ns Saefiman, which is probably 
the more cornet form. 
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to Hinds), to tho reign of the last Hindi king Pithaura, is given in 
this book. The author hay taken pains to collcct material for this 
period of history from the available sources, Tho following authorities 
are quoted : 
The Bhaqualgita, 
Mohdbharata, and 
Padmd-purdana. 
Book IT. 
(ff. 651—153). 
dyes flalw oat MIs) oye eed Ob! yh lok Iie) ale yo 
whDoy! y gy beele 4 gslayg? ceibbe ger 8 Leal 5 OI! 5 oj? opi 
~ le ad wit Tae 
This chapter covers the whole of Muhammadan rule in India. 
The author begins with Mahmid Ghaznawi and gives a short history 
of the Ghoris, Khaljis, Lodis and Chaghitais. He concludes with 
the expulsion of Ahmad Shih Abdali by tho Sikhs, ond his death 
in A. H. 1183. 
The author says he has consulted the following works : 
(i) Habib'us-Siyar, 
(tt) Ma'dsir'ul-Malak, 
(itt) Tarikh-i-Yasini, 
(iv) Tartkh-i-Alfi, 
(v) Tartkh-i-Banakat, 
(wi) Tabagat-i-Naxiri, 
(ois) Tarikh-i-Guzida. 
Book IIT. 
(if. 1563—209). 


wily gf oly af Gladye y trou y slate we Bhs tat pp 
= byte 
This section deals with the lives of Guris of tho Sikhs, from Ninak 
to Gobind, and their descendants the Bedix and the Sodhia. It begins 
with Guri Nanak and conclodes with Bedi Sahib Singh. The follow- 
ing authorities are quoted for this book : 
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(t) Jawihar Singh Bodi, 
(ii) Shankar Jotsht, 
(ii) Bohan Lal, 
(iv) Mufti Khair Din, 
(e) Miin Ahmad Shih of Batals. 
Book IV. 
(ff. 211.302). 
9 DUT) gerbe, lel lye y Byes cbt gy ly loge aly , 
J) amas | 4] ae: af Lil eyed poo fw Cafe 3 Uyas yo Che oaaal esl? 
— d]fos cole whe Cayeie 5 Vale ld ible 

An account of the Sikh Sordirs and Rijus, who rose during the 
decline of tho empire of Delhi, is given in this book. 

It opens with the account of the Misal of Bhangis and ends with 
an account of the Philkiins, 

Book F. 
(ff. 3072—611). 
boy AF y aly dike coped tales coy Sle Sigal gle 0 
Sno yf Llate y '5 Jal 3 syd ay Oo Sl Obe 5) yoy qolendy tle 
A detailed history of Ranjit Singh, from his rise to his death in 
A. D. 1839, is given in this book, 
Enilog big. 
(ff. 612—618), 
=p) Lghtel slot), d Sree dtu ale Le pel wit p 

A short history of tho East India Company and of British 
conquests in India (down to A. D, 1815), is given in these folios. 

Dr. Riou has confused this Epilogue with another section, in which 
anaccountof the Rijasof the mountainous districts, such as Kangrah, 
Jammi, ete.,is given. But this last-named section is not contained in 
any other MS. except the B. M. M8. 


MUHAMMAD BAQIR MALIK, 


1, 2 Yoliog aro left blank in the P. U. L. MB. 
4, Gfoliow arp loft lank in the P. U. L. MS. 


THE FIRST CENSUS OF THE PANJAB, 1885.1 

In October 1854, the Chief Commissioner of the Panjab considered 
that the timo for a census of the Province had come. Though other 
methods had been employed in India, the best one, that of the actual 
enumeration of the people, as they were all over the country at a given 
time, was adopted. Considerable experience had been gained from 
the North Western Provinces Consus of 1855. The census of the 
Panjab was taken on the night between the 31st of December, 1854, 
and the first of January 1855. Every Government official was employ- 
ed for making or checking the retarns, and at Lahore and Amritsar 
especially the Deputy Commissioncra found no time to rest during 
the night, Nearly all the Government employees, Mohalladara, 
Lambardars, Patwaris and other trusted men gladly voluntecred to do 
the work, 

Some doubts had been expressed as to the expediency of the 
measure and its success, but the Chief Commissioner placed his 
“eonlidence in the good sense and the feeling which the Panjab 
people hod uniformly displayed,” and the relianco was amply 
justified. Tho utter absence of alarm among the inhabitants on this 
first consus in the whole history of the Province was truly remarkable, 
People were even enthusiastic about it and often waited with lanterns 
before their gates, so that the officera on duty should meet with no 
inconvenience. The co-operation of the people was indeed eo 
thorough that the census was considered to be one of the boat so far 
taken in India, Even the frontier tribes, whose pursuite ranged from 
brigandage and nomadiam in deserts or wide pastoral areas to the 
settled pursuit of agriculture and industry, were enumerated. Tho 
returns wore tested and averages por square mile, per house, per 
enclosure, per village, the proportion of malea to females, and 
agriculturista to non-agriculturists were struck. 

The population of the Panjab was sparse in comparison with 
that of the whole of India, Tho avorage population per square mile 
of North Western Provines stood at 420; of Bengal at 311; of 


4, By b Govornmcat Records. Prova List Vol. 16. Serial No. 1328. Letter 
Ko. 4, i 14th Jan , 1868. From — the Chief Comumimioper, 
FPanjeb, to Secretary to the ut eof I 
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Madras Presidency at 170; of Bombay Presidency ot 156. It was 
aa thickly populated as contemporary France, Prussia, Austria and 
Italy. On the whole the Panjab was one-fourth less populous in 
proportion to its area than the United Kingdom, and only half as 
populous as the most densely inhabited parts of the world, such as 
Tolland, Belgium, northern Italy, Chinn, and the Gangetic Provinces 
of India. The averages in the various parta of this province ranged 
from the moat thickly populated districts of Julluondur, with 613 
persons per square mile, Sialkot 475, Gurdaspur 470, Amritsar 436, 
Ambala 420 and Ludhiana 385, to the veritable deserts of Multan, 
Leia, Jhang and Kolint, with 73, 50, 44 and 35 persons per square 
milo, respectively, 

Tho average population per village or ‘mouza' stood at 440, 
which was slightly in excess of the corresponding average for the 
North Western Provinces, viz., 369. Thoro were at that time 2,124 
small towns, whose populations numbered between 1,000 and 5,000; 
sovonty-dix towns having a population of between 5,000 and 10,000; 
and 32 cities having between 10,000 and 50,000) inhabitants, These 
last ineluded the towns of Ludhiana, with 47,191 soula: Jullundur 
with 28,422; Batala with 26,208 (Batala was in fact much more 
important than Gurdaspur, and it was after much hesitation that tho 
name of the latter placo was given to the district); Multan with 
24,973 (it was supposed at that time that the rivers being navigable 
up to that part, Multan would become a great entropit and the first 
eity of Northern India); Sialket had 19,249; Gujranwala 17,050; 
Wazirabad 16,846; Pind Dadan Khan 13,558 (contre of the salt 
traffic); Bhera 13,913; Minuee 6,000; Ferozepore 12,032; Jhelum 
6,060; Rawalpindi 16,813; Dera Ismail Khan 15,899; Dora Ghazi 
Khan 21,097. 

There were three cities of first class importance in the Panjab, 
each having more than 50,00 inhabitants, Amritear, tho 
commercial capital of the Provinee, though it had lost much of its 
religions and political importance since the annexation of the 
Provinee to tho British territory, was the largest city having 122,184 
inhabitants, Lahore, the metropolis, came next, with 94,143 
inhabitants, As it possessed nono of the commercial advantages of 
Amritear, the author of the Census Report, Mr. D. Meclood, thought 
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that it was most likely to fall off under British rule; but the event 
has proved quite otherwim. Peshawar was the third city of the 
Provinces, It contained 53,244 souls and had great political and 
commercial importance, for it wus the emporium of the vast and 
flourishing trade carried on at that time between India and central 

The followera of the Hindu and Mohammadan religions were 
enumerated, but no asub-oastes were defined, and by an unfortunate 
oversight the Sikhs were not enumerated as a separate community. 
The Hindus numbered 5,852,874 and the Mohammadans 7,564,974. 
The Mohammadans were thus as 1:37 to 1 of Hindus. The distribu- 
tion of Mohammadans and Hindus was much the same as to-day, 
that is: in the cast, from the Jumna to the Chenab, the Hindus were 
predominant; but the area west of the Chenab was almost entirely 
Mohammadan, Agriculturista formed 56 per cent. of the total 
population, 

There were f4 males to 46 females; but this was affected by the 
fact that a large number of Hindustani soldiers and camp followers 
wore stationed in the Panjab, temporarily placing men in « considerable 
and misleading majority. Moreover, the country was still suflering 
from the effects of fomale infanticide. 

The average number of persons per house was 4-6, whereas in the 
North Western Province it was 483, Tho Census, taken with 
considerable accuracy and procision, is valuable as partly illustrating 
the distribution of population, and, to some extent, the economic 
life at that time, 
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Dr. A. C. Wooler. 





OBITUARY 
At a mocting of the Society held on Monday, 28th October, 1935, 
at 6-15 p.m. in the Hailey Hall (Panjab University) the following 
resolution, moved by Raja Hari Kishen Kaul, o..e., and seconded 
by Mr. Justice Currie, 10.8., was unanimously passed, all standing: 
“That the mombers of this Society have learned with great 
regret of the recent death of one of ita most distinguished members, 
Str John Perronet Thompson ; and thatthe Scaretary be instructed 
to convey to Lady Thompson their deep sympathy and sense of 
the loss of an eminent administrator and scholar, whose service to 
the government and culture of India will preserve his memory." 
At a meeting of the Sooety held on Monday, 20th January, 1936, 
at 6-15 p.m. in the Hailey Hall (Panjab University) the following 
resolution moved by Mr. J. F. Brace and seconded by Mr. H. L. 0. 
Garrett, was unanimously passed, all standing :— 

“That the members of the Society wish to record their griof 
at the loss which this Society has suffered by the death of Dr. 
A. C. Woolner, Vice-Chancellor of this University, who, ag a 
founder, office-bearer and constant supporter of the Society and 
also as an original acholar, hos laid the Society, the University 

and the province under a lasting debt of gratitude,” 


De. A. C. WOOLNER 

Dr. Alfred Cooper Woolner, C.I.E., M.A.. D. Litt., F.A.8.B., 
Vice-Chancellor of tho University of the Panjab, Dean of 
University Instruction and a founder of tho Panjab Historical 
Society, died at Lahore on the morning of 7th January, 1936, 
after a protracted illness. 

Dr. Woolmer was born on 13th May, 1878, at Etruria Hall, 
near Hanley, Stafiordshire—a large house belonging to the Duchy af 
Lancaster but now surrounded by potteries and blast furances, 
named Etruria Hall by Josinh Wedgewood, the famous potter, 
who had lived there. 
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He was the son of Captain Henry Woolner (of the Shropshire 
Volunteor Artillery), an artist who was headmaster ofthe School of 
Art at Hanley and then Examiner and Inspector of Schoola under the 
old Science and Art Department at South Kensington. Captain 
Woolner was a brother of the well-known sculptor, Thomas Woolner, 
K.A., who wus one of the seven pro-Raphaclite brothren. 

Dr. Woolner received his carly education in Suffolk, the original 
home of the Woolners (older spelling: Woolnough, from still earlier 
Wolfaoth) and of his mother's people, Coopers. His mother was 
responsible for his education until the age of twelve, when he was 
sent to the Queen Elizabeth School, Ipswich, where he remained 
for soven years until 1897. At school he read mainly tho Classics, 
starting onhis own initiative Persian and Sanskrit with books found 
in sccond-hand shops. 

In 1897 he obtained an open Classicnl Exhibition at Trinity 
College, Oxford, and the Ford Studentship and in 1901 he was 
awarded the Boden Sanskrit scholarship. Ho remained at Oxford 
for nearly six years. He passed the Honours School of Oriental 
Literature (Sanskrit and Pali), and in March, 1903, while reading 
Chinese (with a view to another scholarship), ho was appointed 
Principal of the Oriental College, Lahore, and Registrar of the 
University of the Panjab. 

On 22nd December, 1908, Dr. Woolner married the youngest 
daughter of the late Rev. Samuel King Bland and Mrs. Elizabeth 
Hazeldine Bland in Lahore. Mra. Woolner is a great-nicce of John 
Lawrence on ler mother's side. Mrs. Bland was a Lawrence before 
her marriage. 


Dr. Woolner was Registrar of the Panjab University from 1903 
to 1920, combining with this the office of University Librarian, which 
he held until 1928. In January, 1921, he was nominated Dean of 
University Instruction for the purpose of co-ordinating the various 
academic activities. In the following year he was granted the status 
of University Professor of Sanskrit. In October, 1928, he was 
appointed Vice-Chancellor of the University in snceession to the 
Hon'ble Mr. F. W. Kennaway, 1.C.8., who had taken over charge of 
this office temporarily for two months from the Hon'blo Sir Geoffrey 
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Fitz Hervey de Montmorency, M.A., E.C.LE., E.¢.¥V.0., O.B.E., 
L038. (Chancellor of the University from 1928 to 1993). 

In 1926 Dr, Woolner was awarded the Companionship of the 
Order of the Indian Empire and on the occnsion of the Goldon 
Jubilee of the Panjab University on 4th December, 1993, the degreo 
of Doctor of Literature was conforred upon him, honoris causa. His 
Excellency the Chancellor remarked, when admitting him to this 
Degree, “Seldom has a University bestowed an honour so richly 
deserved ; and of the many qualifications which merit the distinction 
—profound scholarship, original rosonrch, administrative service 
and long devotion to the University—I think he would himself like 
the first place to be assigned to tho interest he has always taken in 
the welfare of the students.” 

De. Woolner was a member of the University Enquiry Committea 
which submitted its report in the apring of 1933, and since that time 
had been busily engaged in devising measures for the improvement 
of the University. During this period the Panjab University Union 
was founded under his auspices and its now building, which is nearing 
completion, was largely due to his efforts. He was the Founder 
Presilent of the Panjab Literary League. 

Dr. Woolner tock a considerable interest in University affairs 
outside the Panjab. He represented his University in the Inter- 
University Board, India, for a number of years, and waa its Chairman 
in 1929-30. In June, 1934, he was nominated (jficier de Acadenrie 
hy the Minister of National Education, France. He was also a 
Fellow of the Asiatic Society of Bengal. 

Dr. Woolner wasa Sanskrit scholar of no ordinary calibre; hia 
work in this field was known and appreciated both in India and 
Europe. He was the author of the following publications: Intro- 
duction to Prakrit ; Asoka's Text and Glossary ; English translation 
of Plays attributed to Bhasa. Ho aleo contributed a number of articles 
on these subjects to well known Journals. 

Outside his special branch of learning he took great interest im 
the promotion of historical research and together with Dr. J. Ph. Vogel 
and the late Sir John P. Thompson waa ono of the founders of the 
Panjab Historical Society in 1910. He waa also the first Becretary 
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of the Society and contributed a number of valuable articles to ite 

In his younger days Dr. Woolner was a keen volunteer and for 
many yeors commanded a company of the Panjab Rifles. When in 
1919 a University Company of the Indian Defence Force was formed 
for the training of students, Dr. Woolner was appointed its Officer 
Commanding. 

The communigue of the Panjab Government, appreciating Dr. 
Woolner's academic and extra-mural activities, published in the 
Panjab Gazette of the 10th January, 1056, concluded most appro- 
priately with the following remarks :—‘ Secure as is the position of 
Alfred Cooper Woolner aa a scholar, it is for his kindliness, his 
humour and his humanity that his many friends and pupils, inside 
and outaide the University, mourn him to-day and will long remember 
him with respect and affection.” 

R. FR. &. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS TOWARDS THE SILVER JUBILEE 


CELEBRATION FUND 


His Highness the Maharaja of Chamba State z 
The Hon'blo Dr. Sir Gokal Chand Narang, Kt., Ph D. 
‘Minister for Local Self-Government, Tahees 

Tho Hon'ble Lt.-Col. Wilberfores-Bell, C.1.E., Agent to 
the Governor-General, Punjab States, Lahore ., 

J. F, Bruce, Esg., M.A. University Professor of 
History, Lahore 

The Hon'ble Sir Douglas Young, Kt., Bevak taw Chiet 
Justice, High Court, Lahoro 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice F, W. Skemp, L OS, High 


Court, Lahore 
. The Hon'bla Mr. Justice M. L. Currie, High iearel: 

Lahore 

Diwan Bahadur Lala Madho Ban Chief Secretary, 
Chamba State 

0. H. Barry, Baqg., M.A., Frivstpal. iiahien floliata 
Lahore : 

Rev, Ross Wilson, M.A. Decline F.C. College, 

&. L. Sale, Eay., LOS., District and Sessions Judgo, 
Lahore 

R. R. Sethi, Esq, LA. Dei pcestine 3 ances ie Beasley 
Lahore 

Dr. B.A. Kuraishi, M. A., PhD., Ear, Islamia 
College, Lahore 

5. G. Ehalig, Eaq., M.A., Lasleiven a College, 
Multan 

It. B. Sardar Jwala ‘Sahai, M. i Ratra Jainal Gingh, 
Amritear : 

J.D. Anderson, Esq., 1.0.8., ban Racnai bean High 
Court, Lahore 


. KR. & Lala Sohan Lal, B.A, BT, PES., ecko, 


Qentral Training College, Lahore 
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Lala Ram Chand Manchanda, B.A., LL.B., Advocate, 
High Court, Lahore 7 

Dr. J. B. Weir, M.A., Ph.D., Professor, F. Cc. College, 
Lahore 


. Miss W. N. Cocks, ak; Principal, Qnean Mary Collage, 


Lahore 

Miss 8. Tityersh, M.A., 250. aches Mecca 
College for Women, Lahore 

U. N. Ball, Esq., M.A., Professor, Dyal Singh College, 
Lahore a 


23. Pran Nath Khera, Esa, M.A., Marandss aman 


Scholar, Lahore 


Total 
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PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 
Suocessron Lrera 
(1910—1936), 


Patrons : 
Panjab Historical Society :— 


1910, 
Ig11. 
Til. 
Tors. 
1918. 
1824, 


1928. 


Tho Hon'ble Sir Louis William Dano, .0-1.., ¢.8.1., 1.0.8. 

The Hon'ble Mr. J. McO. Donic, o.8.1., 10.8. 

The Hon'ble Sir Lonis William Dane, K.0.1.8., 0.8.1, 104. 

The Hon'ble Sir Michael Francis O'Dwyer, K.c.8.1., ¢.8.1., 
O.0.1 5. 

His Exeelloney Sit Edward Douglas Maclagan, M.a., K.¢.8.1., 
K.0.1.E., 1.0.8. 

His Exeellency Sir William Malcolm Hailoy, 3.., .0.3.1., 

G.0.1.B., 1.0.5. 

His Excellency Dr. Sir Geoffrey Fits Hervey de Montmorency, 

M.A. LL.D, G.0.1.8., K.0.8.1,, E.0.¥.0., IE, 00.8. 


PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 


1952, His Excellency Dr, Sir Geoffrey Fitz Hervey de Montmorency, 


Mas, LL.D., 0,0.1.K., K.C.8.T., E..¥ G0. C.B.E., T.C.&8, 


1933. His Excellency Sir Herbert William Emerson, £.¢.4.1., 0.L&., 


C.B.E., T,0.8. 


1910, 
1920. 
1925. 
1824, 
1926. 


1938. 


] 329, 


Panjab Mistorical Society :-— 
Sir Edward Douglas Maclagan, m.a., K0.8.L, K.C.L2., 1.0.8, 
The Hon'ble Sir John Thompson, w.a., K.c.8,1., 1.0.8. 
The Hon'ble Sir John Maynard, M.a., K.c.1.8., C.4,1., L0.8, 
R. B, Pt. Sheo Narain. 
A.C. Woolner, Esqr., M.A., 0.LE., FASB. 
H. L, 0. Garrett, Baqr., M.a., LE.8, 
The Hon'ble Mr, Justice F. W. Skemp, u.a., 1.0.8. 
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PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 
1933. J. F. Bruce, Bsqr., ua. 
Vice-Presidents :—(Two Vice-Presidents elected every year.) 
Panjab Historieal Society :-— 
1910-19. The Hon'ble Sir John Thompson, M.a., K.¢.8.1, 1.0.8, 
1910-15, Rev. Canon H. U. Weitbrecht. 
1O15. The Hon'ble Sir Alfred Kensington, Kr. 
1915-18. The Hon'ble Mr. Justices Shah Din, x.n. 
1919-24. The Hon'ble R. EB. Pandit Sheo Narain. 
1920-26. The Hon'ble Nawab Sir Zulfigar Ali Khan, Kr., ¢.8.1. 
1924-26. Dr. J. Hutchison. 
1926. R. B. Pandit Sheo Narain. 
1926-28. H. L. 0. Garrett, Haqr., M.A., LE.8. 
1928, Dr. A. C. Woolner, M.A., 0.1.E., F.A.8.B. 


PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 
1932. No provision for the office of Vice-President in the constitu- 
tion. 
1933. The Hon'ble Mr. Justice F. W. Skemp, M.A, 1.c.8. 
1934. Dr. §. K. Date, B.A., M., OH. B. 
1935. H. L. O. Garrett, Esqr., M.A., 1.E.8. 


Secrharies : 

Panjab Historical Society :— 
1910, A. G. Woolnor, Esqr., M.a., C.LE., F.A.8.5. 
1912. A. M. Stow, Eaqr. 
1912. A. CG. Woolner, Esgr., M.a., 0.LE., F.A.8.B. 
1916. H. L. ©. Garrett, Eaqr., M.a., 1-E.4, 

(Acting). 

1916. A. G, Woolnor, Beqr., M.a., 0.LE., F.A.8.5. 
1920, H. L. 0. Garrett, Esqr., M.A., 1.2.8. 
1921, A. C. Woolner, Esqr., M.4., C.LE., F.A.8.B, 
1924. H. L. 0. Garrett, Eagr., M.a., LE.8. 
1928, Rev. toss Wilson, M.A. 
1928. <Amolak Ram Ehanno, Eaqr., M.a. 
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PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 
1932. KR. ER, Sethi, Eagr., ma, 
Vreasurers : 
Panjab Historical Society :— 
1910, Rh. &, Pandit Hari Kishen Kaul, wa. 
1914, H. L. 0. Garrott, Eagr,, m.a., LE.8. 
118. L. T. Watkins, Eegr. 
1919. HH. ¥, Langhorne, Kaqr., .a., 1.5.8. 
1920. Mise V. M. Forater, 
22. OE. Tydeman, Eagr. 
1923, Dr, Lakshman Sarup, M.a., D. PHIL, 
1926. Dr. J. B. Weir, 4.4., PH.D., DoD. 
1926. Gulshan Rai, Kagr., B.a., Loz. 
PANJAB UNIVERSITY HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
(Incorporating the Panjab Historical Society) 
19332. Gulshan Rai, Esqr., B.A., LL.B. 
1934. Ishwar Das, Esgr., M.a., LL.B. 
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